Australian Left Review No. 20 August-September 1969 by unknown
Australian
LEFT
Review
U N t/^l
WOU.O
U3RARY
^Q istered  a t the GPO, Sydney, for transmission through the post as a  periodical.
A U ST R A L IA N  L E F T  R E V IE W  is a m arxist jou rn a l of in fo rm a­
tion, analysis and  discussion on economics, politics, trade unionism , 
history, philosophy, science and  art, for the p rom otion  of socialist 
ideas.
Published two m onthly.
Single copies, 40c; Yearly subscription, |2 .20 ; T w o years, $4.00
E D IT O R IA L  B O A RD : Eric Aarons, J im  Baird, Leon C antrell, 
R ichard  D ixon, T h e o  M oody, Mavis R obertson.
BUSINESS M A N A G ER : 168 Day St., Sydney 2000. Phone: 26-2161
P O ST A L  ADDRESS: Box A247, Sydney South Post Office 2000.
REPRESENTATIVES: M r. S. Aarons, 3 Shaw Road, Inna'.oo N orth , W.A., 6018; 
M r. E. A. Bacon, 92 E dith  St., Enoggera, Q ld. 4051; M r B. T aft, 11 Rose Ave., 
Surrey Hills. Vic., 3127; Mr. F. Dean, 12 Station St., W ollongong, NSW 25C0; 
Dr. G. Curthoys, 16 Rydal St., New L am bton, NSW 2305; Mr. P. Symon, 28 King 
St., Pennington, S.A. 5013.
Contents Augusr-September, 1969
T R A D E  U N IO N S AND T H E IR  F U T U R E  1
Geoff Sorrell
D IC T A T O R S H IP  OF T H E  P R O L E T A R IA T ? 10
Jo h n  Sendy
D ISCU SSIO N  24
Frenev Contested
Shop Com m ittees and W orkers’ C ontrol 
A arons’ Views Contested 
D issolution of SDA
W orld  Y outh Festival — A nother View 
L enin 's In te rna tiona l — And Stalin’s 
Sex D iscrim ination 
M ore Protest on ‘Civilian M ilitarists'
A R ejo inder
ASPECTS OF SO C IA LIST ST R A T E G Y  39
Eric A arons
P E T E R  K A PITSA  48
(Speech to USSR Academy of Sciences)
O N  U N D E R S T A N D IN G  M cLU H A N  52
D ick T hom son
E. H . C A R R , ST A L IN  AND T R O T S K Y  
R oger Coates
L A T IN  A M E R IC A N  R E V O L U T IO N  
B rian  A arons
BOOKS
Cover:
From  a Soviet poster in the early days of the  ‘D ictatorship of the P r o le t a r ia t
Geoff
Sorrell
TRADE UNIONS 
AND THEIR 
FUTURE O N f/t,I WOUONGc 
Libr a r y
T he  author is a lecturer in Industria l R ela tions at tfie  
versify o f Sydney. T h e  fo llow ing is a paper given to a 
C om m unist Party study group in M ay this year.
T H E  F IR S T  Q U E S T IO N  to be asked about the fu tu re  of trade 
unions is w hat are the possibilities and  w hat are the lim its of trade 
un ion  activity? I paraphrase th a t question from  the title  of an 
article by Perry A nderson “T h e  limits and  possibilities of trade 
un ion  action’” in  T h e  Incom patibles. T h is article doesn’t get far 
beyond the views of L enin , particularly  of L en in ’s polem ical pam ph­
let W hat is to be D one, and  I th ink  th a t L enin  and  A nderson saw 
m ore clearly the lim ita tions than  the po ten tialities of trade  union  
action. If unions con tinue to be no m ore than  they have trad i­
tionally been th roughou t the 19th century, there is n o th in g  to 
indicate tha t they possess any value of themselves as instrum ents 
of social change. If they are going to  be instrum ents of social 
change they have to develop the ir own sets of values.
T rad itiona lly  the unions have accepted the values of the society 
in  w hich they have operated  —  they have been in  fact, p a rt of 
capitalism . T o  use A nderson’s terms they have developed corporate 
values instead of hegem onic values. T hey  have to cease m erely to 
accept the values of the hegem onic group in  a society, th a t is of 
those who own property, an d  they have to cease to w ork w ith in  
those values.
T h is  assumes tha t one w ants to see unions as instrum ents of change 
and  of course this is a big question. I believe th a t the trade  unions 
ta n  be and should be instrum ents of social change and  th a t this 
is almost now a social necessity.
H ere in  A ustralia, basic social change is no t im m ediately on the 
agenda: it's a long-term  goal. B ut there have to be in term edia te  goals 
too. so first of all I w ant to  exam ine the narrow  conception of the 
union, as an organisation, as an in stitu tion  concerned to am eliorate 
•he conditions of w orking people in  capitalist society.
T h e  trad itional role of the un ion  has been aim ed at im proving 
the condition of workers w ith in  capitalist society and  of protecting 
workers against capitalism . Perry Anderson makes the p o in t that 
the trade union in  society has been a m ark of cap italist society. 
This is a negative quality  in  the trad itional trade un io n  function.
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Now it  may very well be tha t there has been no better instrum ent 
devised for protection  against capitalism  th an  the Am erican busi­
ness un ion . I know of no un ion  w hich has been able to get more 
for its m em bers than  unions like the U n ited  A utom obile W orkers, 
for exam ple. At the same tim e they’re m arked by extrem e con­
servatism, bo th  political and social; all too often (though no t as 
often as the anti-un ion  press would have) by corruption . B u t the 
Am erican union, especially in  the hands of a m an like Jim m y Hoffa, 
for exam ple, is no t to be despised. T h e  Am erican experience does 
suggest th a t very m any small increm ents to welfare, a concentration 
upon  the daily or the weekly aim  at the expense of long-term  issues, 
d o n ’t indeed can’t, am ount to basic social change at any po in t — 
this is just the Fabian m yth restated in  an  Am erican context. But 
the im m ediate struggle of the un ion  — this daily struggle — is 
im portan t.
T h e  un ion  has to be effective in  the  daily struggle so tha t it will 
have m em bers which give it  political pow er and financial strength. 
W e have to rem em ber tha t workers of necessity are prim arily  con­
cerned w ith this daily struggle to live. So in  A ustralia the question 
is how  is the un ion  to become effective again o r to rem ain effective?
W e have to look a t the setting in  which unions operate in  Aus­
tralia. Increasingly our economic destinies are in  the hands of 
large corporations em ploying a very significant p roportion  of work­
ers. T h e  m ulti-national corporation, usually American-based, is the 
in strum en t of m odern capitalism . T h e  scientific and  technological 
revolution  is transform ing the n a tu re  of the skills tha t are required  
in  industry, the p roportion  in  w hich those skills are needed and 
the re la tionsh ip  of m an to  the productive process. T h e  distinguish­
ing feature of the industria l revolu tion  was the lack of control 
possessed over the process by the m en and women —  no t forgetting 
the children too —  who worked in  industry, who worked in  the 
factory which, far m ore than  the m achine, was the symbol of the 
industria l revolution. T here  was a to tal acceptance am ong them  
of m ost of the values tha t were being inflicted  upon  them  by the 
new capitalism  of the 19th century, simply because the factory 
worker d id n ’t possess the means of devising and  giving effect to 
his own values. I t  was only late in  the  19th century th a t factory 
workers became organised in  any large measure in to  trade unions.
B ut workers in  the scientific and  technological age do possess 
these means in  the form  of trade unions. Hence the first target of 
the un io n  is to  get, and  to  hold, some degree of control over the 
process of scientific and  industria l change. T h is  necessarily involves 
a g reater degree of em phasis upon  organisation at the p lan t level, 
the shop floor level, the factory level, the  office level.
A nd here I ’m  no t talk ing about w orker control. T h ere  are two 
different things spoken of all too often w hen people talk  about
2
AUSTRALIAN' LEFT REVIEW August-September, 1969
worker control. W orker partic ipa tion  and  w orker contro l are not 
the same things, and  all th a t is im plied, up  to this po in t, is worker 
participation . I t ’s no t possible to  lay down in  advance precisely 
how far this sort of partic ip a tio n  has to go or all the things th a t 
it would be concerned w ith, such m atters as design of jobs, the 
allocation of work, nego tia tion  of rates, discipline on the job. These 
are all im portan t, b u t perhaps the first two, the design of jobs and  
the allocation of work, are the m ost im portan t, because these go 
to the very roo t of the industria l process and  if un ions or workers 
have partic ipation  in  these then  they’ve achieved a great deal 
indeed. These are precisely the areas in  w hich employers are most 
loath to allow partic ipa tion  by employees.
N or is it possible to  lay dow n in advance precisely w hat sort of 
organisation will be needed a t this level because there are so m any 
factors tha t have to be taken in to  account. T h e re ’s the  existing 
structure of the unions involved, there’s the n a tu re  of the industria l 
process, the k ind of skills tha t are involved; and  all these change 
very m uch from  one industria l situation to  another. B ut there 
are some o ther aspects of the problem  th a t can be discussed m ore 
precisely. First of all re la tions between m anual and  w hite collar 
unions; secondly the structure  of trade unions; th ird ly , un ion  
democracy; and fourth ly  and inevitably in  this country of course — 
the a rb itra tion  system.
O n the question of white-collar unions and  m anual unions, I 
w ant to ou tline briefly the thesis of Jo h n  K enneth  G albra ith . G al­
b ra ith  is an economist, C anadian  by b irth , who has, w ritten  a series 
of books Am erican Capitalism , T h e  A fflu en t Society —  a term  w hich 
G alb ra ith  coined —  and  T h e  N ew  Industria l State. T h e  A fflu en t 
Society in particu lar I th in k  is one th a t everybody ough t to read. 
I t ’s a diagnosis or a study of the symptoms of the sickness of capi­
talist society, of neo-capitalist society. I t  has no solutions b u t the 
diagnosis is still of some im portance. B ut w hat I w ant to refer to 
is his N ew  Industria l State, an d  the relations betw een w hite collar 
unions and m anual unions. Very briefly the p roposition  is this: 
th a t in  the m ature industria l corporation (and we have some of 
them  in  A ustralia like the Colonial Sugar Refinery and  Broken 
H ill) effective control rests in  the hands of the techno-structure, the 
people like engineers, sales executives, accountants, scientists — all 
those tra ined  professional or semi-professional people w ho make 
decisions w ith in  the corporation , as to  the direction, the order, 
the character of p roduction .
T hese people, erroneously, are said by G a lb ra ith  to control society 
and  according to G alb ra ith  they are above trade unionism , trade 
un ions represent substantially  m anual and  the lower grades of 
w hite collar workers, an d  the role of the u n io n  is lim ited  in  the 
m atu re  industria l co rporation  to serving the ends of the  techno­
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structure. T h is  isn ’t qu ite  such a load of garbage as it may sound, 
because to some ex ten t it does p ictu re  the Am erican situation. 
W hite collar unionists, the techno-structure, are badly organised in  
America. T h e  position is different in  B ritain , to a great extent, 
and also in  A ustralia. T h e re ’s no th ing  inevitable about this inability  
to organise the w hite collar worker, o r even the techno-structure, the 
supervisory grades th a t are affiliates of m anagem ent though not 
themselves m anagem ent — the engineers, surveyors, draftsm en. 
T h is is a process th a t is going on in  A ustralia; and  indeed the 
white collar unions are growing at a faster ra te  than  the m anual 
unions, largely because in  our m odern  society the num ber of the 
w hite collar workers is increasing m uch m ore rapidly than  m anual 
workers.
I t ’s extrem ely im portan t tha t this process of the unionisation  of 
white collar workers should proceed and  also th a t there should 
be closer relationships between the w hite collar and  m anual unions 
than  at present exist. T here  is suspicion on bo th  sides, arising 
from  social and  econom ic disparities and  these have to be over­
come. T h is  is part of the program  for effective participation  
in  industry.
Secondly, there is the structure of unions. A ustralian unionism  
is a p roduct of the 19th century and  the form s  of unionism  have 
been frozen almost though no t entirely  un d er the a rb itra tion  system. 
I t m ight be a b it too simple to  say frozen by the a rb itra tion  system 
because they have also been frozen to  a great ex ten t in  B ritain  
where you haven’t got an a rb itra tio n  system; b u t the un ion  struc­
ture is still basically th a t of unions of the 19th century and  p a rti­
cularly of B ritish trade unions. T h ere  is a tendency, and  you see 
it in  the num ber of dem arcation disputes th a t take place for exam ple 
a t the Newcastle dockyard, to  cling to  craft forms w hich are becom­
ing increasingly irrelevant. T h ere  is secondly a need to avoid the 
sort of situa tion  th a t takes place in  B rita in  in  the steel industry when 
negotiations go on w ith  employers and  one of the m ajor troubles 
is tha t of getting  the almost innum erable  unions represented in  the 
steel m ills to come in to  line, one w ith  the other. T h is of course 
is qu ite  disastrous because if the un ions are struggling am ongst 
themselves this, obviously, is a trem endous advantage to the em ­
ployer and  renders the  possibility of effective partic ipation  consider­
ably less than  it m ight otherwise have been.
You will notice th a t I ’m  no t giving any answers to these problem s 
because I d o n ’t know myself w hat the  answers are, except in  a 
very general sort of a way. B u t it really isn’t the business of the 
icademic to  give the answers; he has an ob ligation  to help  if he 
>as any sym pathy w ith trade unions b u t the answers in  the end 
> ie w ith  trade unionists themselvp'
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T h e  th ird  th ing  is un ion  democracy. A ustralian  unions are 
bureaucratically  ru n  in  a very h igh measure. W h eth er i t ’s an 
effect of apathy w hich is a characteristic of the  trade u n io n  move­
m ent both  in  A ustralia  and  B rita in  or w hether the apathy  is conse­
quen t upon the lack of un io n  democracy I ’d be very h a rd  p u t to 
>ay. But there are one or two Am erican unions — the typographers 
and Actors’ Equity  —  th a t are b e tter than  any th ing  w e’ve got in 
Australia, and  th a t have a fierce in te rna l democracy and  a very 
tiigh level of m em ber partic ipation . These two elem ents of worker 
p artic ipation  and un io n  democracy are essential in  order to  engage 
.he m inds of workers w ith  the unions.
A nd then of course there is the arb itra tio n  system w ithout 
which, regrettably, no discussion of the A ustralian  situation  would 
even start to look com plete. A great many people fail to  see how 
deeply the a rb itra tio n  system has b itten  in to  A ustralian  society. 
Keith Sinclair, the w riter of a short history of N ew  Zealand, 
rem arked th a t perhaps no  o ther single statu te had  done m ore to 
m ould New Zealand in  its history than  the C onciliation and  Arbi- 
cration Act of 1894. T h is  was before there was any conciliation 
ind a rb itra tion  in  A ustralia  w hich was of course copied from  New 
Zealand — a New Zealand heritage to A ustralia. S inclair is p roba­
bly righ t in  w hat he says abou t N.Z.; bu t how m uch m ore so is it 
true of Australia?
I t has m oulded u n io n  a ttitudes and particu larly  the attitudes 
rjf  leadership of trade un ions far m ore effectively th a n  any other 
single environm ental factor. T h e  a rb itra tio n  system was not 
lesigned as a revolutionary  influence —  it is essentially conservative, 
concerned to  conserve in to  the present the values of the  past. A nd 
the people who are appo in ted  to it  — you look them  over, from  
Kirby C. J. to M r. Com m issioner W in ter —  are no t m en who are 
prepared to overtu rn  the state, or even to upset the applecart; 
they’re not appo in ted  for the purposes of social revolution , this is in  
the very natu re  of the a rb itra tio n  system. I t  is exh ib ited  m ore clearly 
than  anywhere else in  the pronounced em phasis of Commissioners 
and  Judges alike, w hether in  C om m onw ealth o r  State jurisd iction, 
upon  the sanctity of trad itio n a l em ployer prerogatives.
Any trade un ion  officer w ho has tried  to  get a Com m issioner 
to agree to changes in  m ethods of production , m anning  scales for 
exam ple, knows how  difficult it  is to  get past the statem ent tha t 
this is som ething w ith in  the rights of m anagem ent. T h is  again is 
an  essential p a rt of the a rb itra tio n  system.
T h is  means th a t if you’re  seeking worker partic ipa tion , you’re 
ru n n in g  in  the face of the arb itra tio n  system. T h ere  is ano ther 
way too of course, w hich I ’ve dealt w ith in  an  article I wrote for 
O utlook  last year. T h is  deals w ith the question of consensus, s tart­
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ing from  the book T h e  Incom patib les  which is sub-titled “T rade  
U nion M ilitancy and  the Consensus” . A nd the A ustralian  con­
sensus, like the B ritish consensus, lies in  the realm  of wage policy. 
U nion and employers alike have developed th rough  the arb itra tion  
court a concept of com parative wage justice th a t is qu ite  incom pa­
tible w ith  negotiation  at p lan t level. T h is  of course was shown 
handsom ely by the decision of the Com m onw ealth C onciliation 
and  A rb itra tion  Commission in  the G eneral M otors-Holden case 
1965 in  w hich the Vehicle B uilders and  the various m etal trade 
unions at G eneral M otors down in  V ictoria and  South A ustralia 
were seeking a £3 bonus and  got now here. A ll they really got out 
■>I it was some hefty fines from  the Ind u stria l C ourt. H ere is really 
the consensus; in the case of G.M.-H. an a ttem pt was m ade to break 
th rough  tha t consensus.
T h is is the sort of th ing  th a t G a lb ra ith  talks about, too. G al­
b ra ith  says th a t one of the great needs of the techno-structure is 
stability of wage levels, and  if you substitu te for techno-structure 
the cap italist owners of industry then  this is true —  they do w ant 
stability  and  the a rb itra tio n  system provides them  w ith stability, 
a t the expense of workers.
These are only some of the things th a t could be said about arb i­
tra tion  bu t there is one th ing  m ore th a t m ust be m entioned and 
th a t is of course the attack upon  the penal powers, as they’re some­
w hat erroneously called, particu larly  in  the Federal Act. In  the 
end n o th ing  can happen  while the penal powers can be used, o r can 
poten tia lly  be used, in  all th e ir ferocity. A ll th a t I ’ve said so far 
is the sort of program  tha t could be undertaken  w ithout basic 
d isturbance of the status quo. I t  rem ains, however d istu rb ing  it  mav 
;eem, a program  of am elioration and  no t of social change, and 
eventually  I always have to come to the p o in t of w hether the union  
has in  the long term  a role in  this basic social change and  if so w hat 
is tha t role. I. believe tha t m arxists have been too prone to accept 
the ra th e r negative leninist analysis of the n a tu re  and  functions 
:>f the trade union. One has to  rem em ber th a t when L enin  wrote 
his pam ph le t W hat is to be D one  he h ad  just translated  in to  R us­
sian Sidney and  Beatrice W ebb’s Industria l Democracy, and  I believe 
tha t L enin  was profoundly  in fluenced  by w hat the W ebbs wrote 
abou t the n a tu re  of trade unionism  in  B rita in . Secondly of course 
he was having factional warfare w ith in  the Russian Social Dem o­
cratic L ab o u r Party  w ith  the so-called Economists and  W hat is to 
be Done, w hich is the basic docum ent conveying L en in ’s views 
upon  trade unionism , shows the  effect of these two influences m uch 
m ore th an  it shows the influence of M arx. Very briefly the leninist 
approach  is of course tha t the trade un io n  is capable of developing 
only a trade un ion  consciousness —  th a t its struggle will be essen­
tially economic, it  w ill be concerned w ith  relatively im m ediate
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dem ands of workers and, while it will undertake political action 
this political action w ill be of a lim ited character. T h e  value of 
the unions is as a tra in in g  g round in  the struggle against capitalism  
which will be really waged by the advanced party  of the  workers. 
T h a t’s a massive sim plification of course of w hat L enin  said b u t I 
th ink  i t ’s not unfair. Look a t this country — here there 's been a 
to tal failure of nerve an d  of ideology in  the only mass party, the 
ALP. T here  exists no m ajo r m ovem ent dedicated to social change 
— th a t’s the first point. T h e  second p o in t is th a t rig h t a t  th is very 
m om ent we see trade unions, perhaps political parties working 
through  trade unions b u t nevertheless the trade unions, in  a political 
confrontation: for m ake no m istake this present upheaval about 
penal clauses is no t an economic issue, i t ’s a political issue and 
this is only one of the reasons why somebody like A lbert M onk will 
try to crawl ou t from  under.
I ’ve always believed th a t there’s som ething w rong w ith the socialist 
theory of the trade un ion . Perhaps this is an em otional approach 
b u t I cannot concede th a t the only mass groups of the workers are, 
as L enin  suggested, u ltim ately  politically  im poten t. Nevertheless 
up  till May 1968 I th in k  I p robably  d id  go along w ith  the w riter 
H erbert M arcuse who found th a t the unions had  ceased to  be a 
significant, progressive force in  society (he is th ink ing  of course 
of the trad itional 19th century trade union). B ut in  th a t m onth  
of May 1968 two things became apparent.
First of all there becam e apparen t the basic character of the social 
ferm ent tha t was going on in  France and  th a t was developed in to  
action by the students; and  the second th ing  was the capacity of 
workers for social action. T h is to  me is in  m any ways fa r m ore im ­
p o rtan t u ltim ately  th an  the situation tha t developed am ong the 
students.
T h is  action was n ip p ed  in  the  bud  and  the analysis of these events 
is still incom plete. T h e  social malaise tha t became evident was 
connected w ith the in tense bureaucratisation  of society w hich is 
characteristic not only of France b u t also of all advanced contem ­
porary societies and  it was connected also w ith  the fact th a t m an 
is conceived of as an o th er u n it in  production, as som ething subord in­
ate to  the process by w hich com m odities and  the m eans for p roduc­
ing com m odities are produced.
W e have become slaves of com m odities in  m ore ways th an  one. 
W orkers are almost inevitably  slaves to com m odities because they’re 
regarded as instrum ents in  the  production  of com m odities and 
because their lives are bounded  by commodities. Incidentally  I 
agree w ith G eoff S harp’s criticism  in  the latest issue of Arena  of 
R ich ta ’s Civilisation a t the  CVouroads. T h is  I  th in k  is a fascinating
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book and  an exciting book bu t I th ink  in  the end it does fall down 
for the very reason th a t Sharp makes, th a t it doesn’t provide anything 
like a sort of prognosis of the quality  of civilisation and  it doesn’t 
provide any th ing  like a program  for getting  ou t of the productive 
morass and  this sort of p roduction  psychology in  which we’re 
immersed. Rut i t ’s the question  of work tha t comes squarely 
w ith in  the scope of the trade un ion  an d  if we continue to believe 
th a t there is some relationsh ip  between the relations in  production  
and  society in  general, then whoever strikes a t tha t point, at the 
workplace, takes the very first step to  strike at society at large. 
In  spite of the G alb ra ith ian  analysis we still do live in  a class 
society, and  this is a fact tha t im pinges upon  us every day of our 
lives. T h a t class structure is still based on the power to control 
property  or the rights to  property. U nlike the studen t in  his claim 
to power in  the university the w orker in  his trade un ion  is con­
fron ting  society at large. I d o n ’t th in k  th a t the two questions of 
w orker-control and  student-control are by any means homogeneous. 
T h ey ’re different kinds of things because the w orker in  seeking 
control in  the factory is in  fact confron ting  a class society. B ut if 
society is to  progress no t only in  m ateria l terms bu t also in terms 
of the quality  of life then the consensus th a t has characterised the 
trad itiona l trade un ion  has got to change to this sort of confronta­
tion — a real confrontation  in  w hich to use the terms of Perry 
A nderson there are two hegem onic sets of values, or two dom inant 
sets of values confronting  each other. A lot of this has been said 
by the French m arxist A ndre Gorz and  there is an article of his I 'd  
recom m end called “W ork and  C onsum ption”, in  a F ontana pub lica­
tion  Toicards Socialism  which appeared  in  1965. Gorz shows, and 
here I th in k  he makes a basic point, th a t the ideal of the em ployer 
is the w orker who is educated u p  to  a level th a t is com patible w ith 
his em ploym ent and no further. If  h e ’s educated  fu rth e r this creates 
psychological difficulties for the w orker and  therefore, economic 
difficulties for the employer.
T h e  first em phasis of course is on education  and  the quality  
of life, on the idea th a t people are com plete beings and  th a t educa­
tion is a process of leading out, to assist in  realising the potentialities 
of people. T h is  is an ideal tha t has to  be developed; to  do this the 
trade un io n  m ovem ent m ust have teachers w ith in  its ranks —  this 
is of qu ite  fundam ental im portance.
Gorz also points ou t the disparity  betw een the fon n a l freedom 
of dem ocratic society and  w hat he calls the despotic and  au th o rita r­
ian society w hich is industry; for industry  is a despotic and au th ­
o rita rian  society — this is the whole history of industry  from  the 
beginning of the industria l revolution. W hat Gorz says is th a t if 
I lie w orking class is to realise a vocation as a ru lin g  class i t ’s got to 
attack  w orking conditions in  the place of work. I t ’s un d er this
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heading of the broader area th a t we come to the question  of workers’ 
control.
Somewhere or o ther A dam  Smith, a m uch despised bourgeois 
economist w ho’s really well w orth  reading for some of his insights, 
said th a t you can only tell the difference betw een a p o rte r and  a 
philosopher by w hat the p o rte r and  the philosopher have m ade of 
their capacities. T h is  is no t entirely  true because in  fact m en are 
unequal — I d o n ’t th in k  th e re ’s anything snobbish in  saying that 
some people are no t as highly endowed w ith intelligence as others 
and th a t the village id io t can be a fact of life, b u t nevertheless the 
differences are no t nearly  as enorm ous as they appear. T h e y ’re not 
of the order of the difference betw een the po rter and the philosopher. 
The realisation of the po ten tialities of m en can only come w ith 
this education, w ith the opportu n ity  in  the w ork place to  transcend 
this idea of being merely a productive un it and  of becom ing a 
sensate hum an being w ith  all his capacities developed even if he is 
only doing the work of a porter. Gorz goes on w ith  some sort of 
program  for w hat he describes as coun ter powers. I th in k  there’s 
a great deal of criticism  th a t can be m ade of Gorz’s analysis bu t 
once again I would suggest th a t anyone who hasn’t read  i t  should 
do so. His idea of coun ter powers is the idea of a hegem onic and  a 
subservient group and  I th in k  this is quite  wrong, I th in k  i t ’s got 
to be the confrontation  of people organised in to  trade un ions who 
possess their own values, w ho believe in  those values, who are p re­
pared to assert them  in  society against a g roup  th a t has traditionally  
always laid down the values of the society.
T h a t of course is getting  pretty  well, as it were, in to  the realm  of 
speculation if you consider the instan t problem s of A ustralia. But 
what i t  does suggest to me is tha t w hether you say th a t the trade 
unions have a specifically political role or not, th ink ing  of politics 
in terms of party  politics, the fact is th a t they have got a role, a 
very im portan t role, and  I believe qu ite  possibly a fundam ental 
role in  the process of social change because they a ttack  the problem  
at the very po in t a t w hich the m odern sickness of society originates, 
and th a t is in the industria l process.
All these things tha t I have attem pted  to ou tline in  a sort of in te r­
m ediate program  are essential for the realisation of any long-term  
program . You have to re-assert the existence of a w orking class by 
having people, white-collar unionists, m anual unionists, w orking 
together. You have to destroy the a rb itra tion  system — you have 
to have a trade un ion  structure  tha t is b u ilt for the times, no t for 
100-150 years ago, and  you have to  have partic ipa tion  by all m em ­
bers of the trade union, o r as m any as is practicable. These things 
|>re all im portan t bu t in  the sort of long-term, w hat you m ight call 
*t if you w anted to be critical, the airy-fairy fu ture , they are in stru ­
m ental only.
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DICTATORSHIP 
OF THE 
PROLETARIAT?
A contribu tion  to untangling the confused concept “dicta­
torship of the proletariat” by a Vice-President of the Com ­
m unist Party o f Australia.
H IS T O R IC A L  D EV ELO PM EN TS in  the Soviet U nion, the cu l­
tu ra l revo lu tion  in  China, the Sino-Soviet conflict and the debacle 
in  Czechoslovakia focus a tten tion  up o n  the structures, mores and 
theories of socialist society- I t  is asked, from  the negative side, 
w hether the divergences exhib ited  in  contem porary socialist coun­
tries are in h eren t in  the  socialist system or even in  the very theories 
of Com m unism . Socialist experience together w ith the complexities 
of m odern industria l society have led revolutionaries to  ponder 
old problem s anew. T o  the m any anarchistically  inclined who desire 
the free society, the concept of revolu tionary  governm ent in  any 
form  is incom prehensible, for revolu tion  and  governm ent, in  their 
view, are incom patible. H ence the vague no tion  “we’ll knock 
the old society down and then  the people w ill b u ild  u p  a new one 
w ithou t preconceived b lueprin ts of any k in d ” holds sway am ong 
many. O thers m ain ta in  that com plete or alm ost com plete decentral­
isation and  autonom y through w orkers’ control, studen t power 
and the like is the solution. For the C om m unist Party  adherents, 
in the m ain, the concept of the d icta to rsh ip  of the pro le taria t 
w ith some possible variation from  the Soviet m odel provides an 
equally  sim plistic answer to the problem  of transition  to the good 
society.
In  the C om m unist M anifesto M arx and  Engels advanced the 
vague yet insp iring  outline  of a society w here class distinctions 
had  disappeared and  where all p roduction  had  been concentrated 
in  the hands of a “vast association of the whole n a tio n ”. M arx 
described his ideal as a society where the relations of everyday life 
“offer m an none b u t perfectly in te llig ib le  and  reasonable relations 
w ith regard  to his fellowm an and to n a tu re ” .
T h e  lile-process of society, which is based on th e  process of m aterial production, 
docs no t s trip  off its mystical veil u n til it is treated  as production by freely 
associated m en, and is consciously regu lated  by them  in  accordance w ith a 
settled plan. (Karl M arx, Capital Vol. 1, George Allan and Unwin 1946 p.5*)-
T h e  C om m unist revolution, claim ed M arx and  Engels, w o u ld  
constitu te the m ost radical ru p tu re  w ith  trad itiona l p roperty  rela-
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lions and  ideas. In  place of the old bourgeois society, w ith  its 
classes and  class antagonism s, there w ould be an  association, in  
which the free developm ent o f each is the condition fo r  the free 
developm ent o f all. (M arx and  Engels, T h e  M anifesto  o f the Com ­
m unist Party).
T h e  path  to the new society, in  the view of M arx  and  Engels, 
lay th rough a w orking class revolution which w ould  aim  to “raise 
the p ro letaria t to the position  of ru lin g  class, to  w in th e  battle  
of democracy”. “Freedom ”, wrote M arx in  the C ritique of the 
Gotha Program, “consists in  converting the state from  an  organ 
superim posed upon society in to  one com pletely subord inated  to 
it . . •” Between capitalist an d  com m unist society w ould  lie the 
period of the revolutionary  transform ation  of the one in to  the other. 
T here  w ould correspond to  th is also a political transition  period  in 
which the state could be n o th in g  b u t “the revolu tionary  d icta to r­
ship of the p ro le ta ria t”. (K arl M arx, Selected W orks Vol. 2, Cooper­
ative P ublishing Society 1936 p. 577).
M arx poin ted  ou t th a t the  state is an  organ of class rule, an  organ 
for continu ing  oppression of one class by another, an d  th a t it 
m aintains an order w hich legalises and  perpetuates this oppres­
sion by “m oderating” the collisions between the classes. T h is  view 
illustrates a pure or classical view of the state stripped  of all com­
plexities.
H istorically the bourgeois state has existed, according to  M arx, 
for the sake of private p roperty  and provided a “form  of organ­
isation” which has the aim  of safeguarding the property  and 
interests of the bourgeoisie. T h e  degree of democracy extended to 
the working people depends on the level of the struggle they wage 
for democracy and  on the dem ocratic requirem ents necessary to 
‘m oderate” the class struggle and  to  ensure the stable control 
°f the capitalists over society.
Discussing the advanced bourgeois-dem ocratic states of his time 
Engels observed that, in  them , w ealth  wields its pow er indirectly  
yet all the m ore effectively. In  a later period Gramsci po in ted  out 
that in  such countries having a long trad ition  of bourgeois rule, 
tha t ru le  d id  no t rest on the open  repressive force of the bourgeois 
state. “R a th e r it  rested o n  the bourgeois hegem ony of political 
consciousness, th a t is, on  the fact th a t in  hundreds of different ways 
Jt h ad  secured the adop tion  of its own w orld view by the  whole 
populace”. (Alastair D avidson, A n to n io  Gramsci T h e  M an , H is 
Ideas, A ustralian Left Review  Publication  1968 p. 39). R eferring  
A ustralia  Jo h n  P layford argues th a t capitalism  in  countries 
hke A ustralia (or neo-capitalism  to  use P layford’s term ) “is no t 
M aintained by force of arm s o r by a repressive state ap p ara tu s  bu t 
because the m ajority  of the people believe th a t i t  is the n a tu ra l
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form  of socio-political organisation and  tha t it satisfies hum an 
needs and provides for the full developm ent of individual talents 
and  capacities”. (John Playford, Neo-Capitalism  in Australia, A rena 
P ublishing Association 1969 p. 50). P layford goes on to advocate 
tha t “one of the big tasks of socialists is to  break this ideological 
hegem ony” .
Engels, Gramsci, Davidson and  Playford are undoubtedly correct 
in  the p o in t they raise. Yet the force of the bourgeois state remains. 
Ideological hegemony, or naked oppression (to which the dem o­
cratic bourgeois state reverts w hen seriously assailed) the ru le is 
exercised by or on behalf of the capitalist class — in this sense a 
dictatorship irrespective of the degree o f electoral democracy which 
may prevail. Despite whatever political democracy exists a class 
d ictatorship  underlies ou r whole system.
T h e  dictatorsh ip  of the bourgeoisie in  the m odern capitalist 
state is veiled by the existence of parliam ents, political parties, 
electoral procedures and  the like. T h e  ru lin g  class itself usually 
operates m ore than  one political party. Such parties pursue 
sectional interests and  frequently conflict on even im portan t issues 
of advancing the interests of the wealthy.
Discussing the views of M arx, Engels and  L enin  on how to over­
come the problem  of the state and  the  need for a transitional state 
E. H . C arr in terprets their conclusions as follows:
In the long ru n , the  traditional socialist view of the  state as an evil in  itself, 
a product of contradiction and an  in strum ent of oppression, which can have 
no place in  a com m unist order of the fu ture, was m aintained in its entirety. 
In the short ru n , it was argued th a t the pro letaria t, having destroyed the bourgeois 
state instrum ent by revolutionary means, w ould need to set up  a tem porary 
state instrum ent of their own — the dictatorship  of the p ro letaria t — u n til such 
lim e as the last vestiges of bourgeois society h ad  been eradicated and the class­
less socialist order firmly established. A working distinction was thus drawn 
between the eventual comm unist society, when all inequalities between m an and 
m an would have disappeared and the state no longer exist, and w hat came to be 
variously known as “socialism” or “ the first stage of com m unism ’”, when the 
last vestiges of the bourgeois order were no t yet eradicated and the state took 
the form of a d ictatorship of the p roletaria t. (E. H . Carr, T he Bolshevik R evo­
lution  Vol. I, Penguin edition p.242).
H ence the theoretical concept of the dictatorship of the proletariat 
as opposed to bourgeois d icta torsh ip  was proposed for the long 
transitional period to  Communism, as the direction through which 
class divisions would be eradicated an d  the state eventually would 
die away.
M arx and  Engels m ade only a few references to the dictatorship 
of the p ro letaria t. I t  was Lenin, in  T h e  State and R evo lu tion , The  
Proletarian R evo lu tion  and T h e  Renegade K autsky  and  othei 
works who developed w hat is now know n as “ the theory of the 
d icta torsh ip  of the p ro le ta ria t”.
12
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW August-September, 1969
By dictatorship  of the  p ro le taria t M arx and  L enin  m eant rule 
of the working class in  contradistinction  to ru le by the bourgeoisie. 
T h e  concept envisaged direct democracy, the great developm ent 
of democracy, eventually  leading, after the crushing of the power 
of the old rulers, to the w ithering  away of the  state an d  all au th o ri­
tarianism . In  State and  R evo lu tion  L enin  wrote th a t the  mass of 
the p o pu la tion  w ould be raised to independen t partic ipa tion  no t 
only in  voting and  elections b u t in  day-to-day adm inistration. H e 
argued tha t under socialism “all w ill adm inister in  tu rn  and  will 
quickly become accustom ed to  nobody adm inistering”.
T h u s the d icta torsh ip  of the pro le taria t referred  to the  type of 
society and originally d id  no t form ulate concrete ideas as to  the 
form  of governm ent th is w ould entail. N either in  M arx  n o r in  
L enin  d id  ideas of obligatory censorship, denial of righ ts of po li­
tical association or m onopoly of pow er by one party , emerge.
Form  o f the D ictatorship
Ideas regarding a precise form  of governm ent under the  d ic ta to r­
ship of the p ro le taria t were developed w ith the R ussian revolution  
and  took the form  of the Soviets. T h e  October revolu tion  saw the 
establishm ent of the pow er of the Soviets.
T he Soviets are a new state appara tus which, in  the first place, provides an 
arm ed force of workers and peasants; and this force is no t divorced from the 
people, as was the  old standing army, b u t is very closely bound  u p  w ith the 
people. From  the  m ilitary  p o in t of view this force is incom parably, m ore power­
ful then  previous forces; from  the revolutionary p o in t of view, it cannot be 
replaced by anything else. Secondly, w ith the  m ajority  of the people, so intim ate, 
so indissoluble^ so easily verifiable and renewable, th a t no th ing  even remotely 
like it existed in the  previous state  apparatus. T h ird ly , this apparatus, by 
v irtue of the fact th a t its personnel is elected and subject to  recall a t the 
people’s will w ithout any bureaucratic  formalities, is far m ore democratic 
than  any previous apparatus. Fourthly, i t  provides a close contact w ith the 
most varied professions, thereby facilitating the  adoption  of the m ost varied 
and m ost radical reforms w ithou t red  tape. Fifthly, it provides an organisational 
form for the vanguard, i.e. for the most class-conscious, m ost energetic and 
most progressive section of the  oppressed classes, the  workers and  peasants, 
and so constitutes an appara tus by m eans of which the  vanguard  of the  oppressed 
classes can elevate, train , educate, and lead the entire vast mass of these classes, 
which has up  to now stood com pletely outside of political life and history. 
Sixthly, it makes i t  possible to  combine the  advantages of the  parliam entary  
system w ith those of im m ediate and direct democracy, i.e. to vest in  th e  people’s 
elected representatives bo th  legislative and executive  functions. C om pared w ith 
the bourgeois parliam entary  system, this is an advance in  democracy’s develop­
m ent which is of world-wide, historic  significance. (V. I. Lenin, "C an the  Bol­
sheviks R etain State Power?”, Collected W orks Vol. 26, Progress Publishers 1964 
PP-103, 104).
Isaac D eutscher com m ents on the early Soviet position:
In  the Soviets the  p ropertied  classes were not represented: they were to be 
disfranchised in  the way in  which the  old ru ling  classes are disfranchised in 
any ^evolution. (T his d id  not. necessarily m e a tu im  they should also be deprived
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of freedom of expression). T he Soviets were to combine legislative and executive 
powers, and  the  governm ent was to be responsible to them . T h e  electors were 
en titled  to revoke, to change their deputies a t any tim e, no t merely during 
periodic polls; and th e  Soviets w ould a t any tim e depose the  government through 
a vote of no  confidence. T h e  existence of opposition and the continued contest 
of parties w ith in  the  Soviets were taken for granted. T h a t the  ru ling  party 
alone should be  en titled  to  form public  op in ion  d id  no t enter anybody’s m ind. 
(T he  Prophet A rm ed, p .318).
T h ere  followed a trem endous upsurge of direct democracy, public 
debate, mass m eetings and  ideas for w orkers’ control, in  w hich the 
Soviets were the centra of virile revolu tionary  activity. A t th e  same 
tim e there occurred the civil war, the invasion of fourteen armies of 
in terven tion  and  the struggle for the very survival of the Soviet 
s ta te .' T h is  struggle iVas successful in  the  m ilitary sense only shortly 
before L en in ’s death  in  1924.
Follow ing its form ation the Soviet G overnm ent had  not only to 
organise the  defeat of the W hiteguards and  the expulsion of in te r­
ventionist arm ies b u t also the industria lisa tion  of a backw ard coun­
try. H ostile surroundings follow ing the defeat of the revolution 
in  the W est m ade the  problem s all the  m ore stupendous.
T h e  im plication  is th a t the “forced m arches” dictated  to the 
new Soviet repub lic  created the  m ateria l or objective conditions out 
of w h ith  developed the apotheosised m arxism  la te r presented by 
Stalin  an d  the theoreticians tra in ed  in  his orbit. “R ectilinearity  and 
one-sidedness, stiffness and  petrification, subjectivism  and subjective 
blindness —  voila the epistem ological roots of idealism ”. (See V. I. 
Lenin , O n Dialectics)- O u t of the by-ways forced on  the Soviet 
comrades grew the caricatures an d  dogmas w hich were presented 
as m arxism  in  the era of socialist revolution.
In  1919 L enin  declared: “In  Russia the d ictatorship  of the 
p ro le ta ria t m ust inevitably differ in  certain  particulars from  w hat 
it  w ould be in  the advanced countries, owing to  the very great 
backwardness and  petty-bourgeois character of our country”. 
(Economics and  Politics in  the  E ra of the D ictatorship  of the P ro ­
letaria t, Collected W orks Vol. 30 p. 108). Obviously true! However 
L en in  goes on (and proves th a t despite being probably  the greatest 
revolu tionary  p lan n er in  history he was still a m ortal hum an  being)- 
“B ut the basic forces — an d  the basic forms of social economy 
are the same in  Russia as in  any capitalist country, so tha t the 
peculiarities can apply  only to  w hat is of lesser im portance”. T h is 
statem ent cannot be sustained. R ussia was overwhelm ingly a peasant 
country  w ith  a correspondingly agrarian , peasant economy. In  our 
country And m any other capitalist countries there are no peasants 
an d  only small num bers of farmers. L enin  in  the same article 
stated  th a t "the whole essence of socialism” (L enin’s emphasis) lay 
in  dem arcating" the  w orking peasan t from  the; peasant owner, the
14
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW August-September, 1969
peasant worker from  the peasant huckster, the peasant w ho labors 
from  the peasant who profiteers”. Such a prob lem  does no t arise 
in A ustralia and  sim ilar countries (which is no t to  say there are 
no t other  problem s) an d  if L enin  was righ t about it being the 
whole essence of socialism in  Russia it certainly is not so in  Aus­
tralia. Lenin frequently  em phasised th a t the  suprem e principle  
of the d ictatorship of the p ro le ta ria t was the bu ild ing  and  m ain ­
tenance of the  alliance w ith  the  peasantry. H ard ly  so in  A ustralia.
From  these few exam ples alone it surely m ust be recognised 
tha t m uch of L en in ’s w ritings and  polemics applied  w ith  m ain 
force to  the peculiarly  R ussian  situation  and  canno t be taken  as 
“gospel” for all times, places and  conditions. I t  is tiresom e to 
repeat this b u t it  is still m ore tiresome th a t m any in  the Com­
m unist m ovem ent in ternationally  and  in  A ustralia  a ttem p t to 
force upon  us especially th a t section of L en in ’s writings. I t  is an 
irony of history th a t such canonising distorts an d  obliterates the 
revolutionary side of his doctrine, its revolutionary  soul, an ap ­
proach w hich L enin  him self repeatedly pilloried.
N ot long before his d eath  Lenin, in  com m enting th a t a workers 
state is an abstraction, w ent on to  define Soviet Russia as "a workers 
state w ith  bureaucratic distortions” w ith  the added  peculiarity  of 
a p redom inan t peasant population . I t  is interesting, yet pointless, 
to im agine how  L enin  w ould have defined the U.S.S.R. in  S talin ’s 
heyday or even now! F o r the revolutionary  d ictatorsh ip  of L en in ’s 
tim e gave way to the to ta lita rian  d ictatorship  of the S talin  period 
and  then  to the bureaucratic , hierarchical in stitu tionalism  of today.
D id the d ictatorship  of the proletariat operate d u ring  the Stalin 
era in  the U.S.S.R.? T h a t  it  obviously d id  no t has been revealed 
by Soviet Com m unists themselves because there existed, for a long 
period, the v irtua l d ic ta torsh ip  of one man- W hen  the d ictatorship  
of one m an did  no t operate  there has tended to be the ru le  of 
the Com m unist Party  because of the om nipotence of the party  in  
Soviet society. From  the early thirties C om m unist Party  leadership 
was effected in  all spheres of political and social life — in  the sense 
th a t no decision of m ajor im portance in  any sphere could be taken 
w ithout the endorsem ent of the Party, its leading circle or, most 
often, its leader. One may call this exercising of the d ic ta to rsh ip  of 
the pro le taria t th rough  the p ro le tarian  party  o r the d ictatorship  
of the party  o r whatever, b u t it  certainly was no t evidence of the 
proper or extensive operation  of socialist democracy w here the w ork­
ing people were masters of th e ir actions and destinies; m ore p a rti­
cularly when tha t party  was of the most highly centralised, m ono­
lith ic  character w ith little  o r no  freedom  for real ideological debate 
or rig h t for dissenters an d  m inorities, where in  fact dissenters and 
critics were elim inated on a vast scale in  a most a rb itrary  arid b ru ta l 
fashion. W as the Soviet U nion  under Stalin a m illion  tim es more
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dem ocratic than  the most dem ocratic bourgeois state as L enin  argued 
it should be?
L en in ’s views on democracy and  on the d ictatorship  of the 
pro le taria t have held  sway in  the C om m unist m ovem ent for gen­
erations. M any regard L en in ’s works as being the last w ord on 
the w hole subject. U nfortunately  the happenings in  socialist 
countries since L enin 's tim e indicate the trem endous theoretical 
and  practical problem s rem aining. So th a t the subject is no t a 
“closed book” . It is one w hich m ust occupy the atten tion  of social­
ists on a wide canvas b o th  sum m ing u p  the experiences of the past 
.50 years in  re la tion  to  the socialist countries, the developm ents 
of bourgeois and  “ th ird  w orld” democracy A N D  to a re-exam ination 
of the various m arxist writings on the subjects w ith  the use of an 
exceedingly critical eye.
In  the m inds of m any C om m unists the concept of pro letarian  
d icta torsh ip  conjures u p  pictures of establishing the rule of the 
industrial zuorkers (only one section of the pro letariat) th rough the 
com plete an d  absolute dom ination  of the C om m unist Party. T h is 
in  th e ir m inds is no t only for the purpose of bu ild ing  a socialist 
economy and defeating bourgeois opposition  and backlash but 
also for the purpose of crushing opposition, criticism, alternative 
m ethods and  ideas of bu ild ing  socialism advanced by any section of 
workers or intellectuals, of crushing any deviation from  the line 
of the trad itio n a l M arxist-Leninist Party . Such constitutes a carica­
ture of the w hole concept (particularly  w ith  the re-structuring of 
the p ro le ta ria t in m odern society) and  has led or will lead to the 
direst consequences eventually  w herever it is practised. For those 
who ho ld  such views in  A ustralia  it can only m ean eternal isola­
tion and  failure, fully deserved.
A n  Elusive Concept 
W h a t is the d ictatorsh ip  of the p ro letaria t?  As one exam ines the 
developm ent of the theory from  M arx ’s tim e to  the present i t ’s like 
chasing a m irage — one can never qu ite  get to it. C ertainly in  
practice, it  is, at very least, extrem ely dou b tfu l w hether the d icta­
torship  of the p ro le ta ria t has been ever accomplished. L enin  de­
scribed the d ictatorsh ip  of the p ro le ta ria t as w orking class rule 
replacing capitalist class rule. H e fu rth er indicated  its great 
dem ocratic character; the overw helm ing m ajority  of the population  
would ru le  over the previous explo iting  tiny m inority  instead of 
vice versa as in  all previously existing societies. T h e  rule of the 
w orking class w ould represent the last act of class society as its 
purpose w ould be the elim ination  of all classes and  exploitation 
of m an by m an. A num ber of obvious queries arise. In  almost 
all the countries where socialist revolutions have occurred the 
w orking class was N O T  the m ajority  of the popu lation  b u t very
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m uch a m inority  —  a sea of workers in  a great ocean of peasants 
as it were. T herefore  could  the present ru le existing in  M ongolia, 
China, V ietnam , Korea, Cuba, A lbania, R um ania , etc. really  be 
the d ictatorsh ip  of the p ro le ta ria t and  subscribe to the general 
theory? In 1917 R ussia’s ru ra l popu la tion  num bered  82 p er cent, 
so th a t the w orking class there also constitu ted  only a sm all p er­
centage of citizens.
Furtherm ore L enin  claim ed the d ictatorship  of the p ro le ta ria t was 
an alliance of the w orking class w ith  the peasants and  o ther m iddle 
elements of the popu la tion . So the question again can be posed 
“w hat is the d ictatorsh ip  of the p ro letaria t?” “I t  is pow er in  the 
hands of the w orking people, led by the w orking class an d  having 
as its aim  the bu ild ing  of socialism” answer the Soviet theoreticians- 
(Fundamentals of M arxism -Leninism , Foreign Languages Pub lish ­
ing H ouse p. 625). So therefore it  apparen tly  isn ’t sim ply the 
dictatorship of the w orking  class b u t of the w orking people  led by 
the w orking class!
In  the People’s Dem ocracies of Eastern Europe we are inform ed 
that people’s democracy perform s the functions  of the d ictatorship  
of the proletariat. T herefo re  apparen tly  it  isn’t exactly the d icta­
torship of the p ro le ta ria t b u t perform s those same functions I M any 
other exam ples could be given to  illustrate  the verbal and  theoretical 
gymnastics which plague this whole question. W hen  coupled w ith 
the practical application  of the  theory to date, one certainly be­
comes m ore th an  a little  perplexed and resolves to  take the advice 
o£ the Irish  poet W illiam  B u tle r Yeats given in  ano ther context, 
to lay aside the p a tte r b u ilt  u p  for years and  “seek the  b ru ta lity  
the ill-breeding, the barbarism  of tru th !”
T oday  Soviet theoreticians claim  “the state of the w hole people” 
has replaced the d icta to rsh ip  of the p ro letaria t, b u t if  th is is so 
why the harsh censorship, the  insistence on the au tho rity  of the 
party  in  most spheres of Soviet life, and the great fear on  the part 
of the leadership of the influence of bourgeois, “revisionist” and 
critical ideas? T h e  concept of the “state of the  whole people” 
implies com pletion of the  low er stage of com m unist developm ent 
and nearness to  the h igher stage —  the stage of greatly developed 
hum an freedom  and  abundance — certainly no t w ith in  im m ediate 
sight in  the Soviet U n io n  despite the claims of K rushchov and 
others since his time. I t  also im plies, a t very least, a lessening of 
in ternal state operations, ra th e r  th an  the ir strengthening.
T h e  ill-fated Rosa L uxem burg  in  her G erm an prison cell in  1918 
whilst giving unstin ted  praise to L enin  and  the Bolsheviks m ade 
serious criticisms of the in fan t regim e of w hich the follow ing’ long 
Passages are b u t im p o rtan t examples:
®ut socialist democracy is no t som ething which begins only in  th e  prom ised 
•and after the foundations of socialist economy are created; it does no t come as
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some sort of C hristm as present for the w orthy people who, in  the  interim , have 
loyally supported  a handfu l of socialist dictators. Socialist democracy begins 
sim ultaneously w ith the beginnings of the destruction of class ru le and of 
the  construction of socialism. I t  begins a t the  very m om ent of the seizure of 
power by th e  socialist party . It is the  same th in g  as the  d ictatorship of th e  prole­
tariat.
Yes, dictatorship! B ut this d ictatorship consists in  the m anner o f applying  
democracy, no t in  its elim ination, in  energetic, resolute attacks upon the  well- 
entrenched righ ts and economic relationships of bourgeois society, w ithout 
which a socialist transform ation cannot be accomplished. B ut this dictatorship 
m ust be th e  work of the  class and no t of a little  leading m inority  in nam e of 
the  masses, it m ust be under their direct influence, subjected to the  control 
of com plete pub lic  activity; it m ust arise ou t of th e  growing political training 
of the  mass of the people.
Doubtless the  Bolsheviks would have proceeded in  this very way were it not 
th a t they suffered un d er the frightfu l com pulsion of the  world war, the German 
occupation and  all th e  abnorm al difficulties connected therew ith, things which 
were inevitably bound  to d istort any socialist policy, however im bued it m ight 
be w ith the  best in tentions and the  finest princip les . . .
. . . Everything th a t happens in  Russia is com prehensible and represents an 
inevitable chain  of causes and effects, th e  starting  p o in t and end term  of which 
are: th e  fa ilu re  of the Germ an pro le taria t and th e  occupation of Russia by 
G erm an im perialism . I t  would be dem anding som ething superhum an from 
L enin and his comrades if we should expect of them  th a t under such circum ­
stances they should conjure forth  the  finest democracy, the  most exemplary 
d icta to rsh ip  of th e  p ro letaria t and a flourishing socialist economy. By their 
determ ined revolutionary  stand, their exem plary strength in  action, and their 
unbreakable  loyalty to in ternational socialism, they have contributed  whatever 
could possibly be contributed  under such devilishly h a rd  conditions. T he 
danger begins only when they m ake a v irtue  of necessity and w ant to  freeze 
in to  a com plete theoretical system all the  tactics forced upon them  by these 
fatal circumstances, and w ant to  recom m end them  to the in ternational p ro le t­
a ria t as a m odel of socialist tactics. W hen they get in  their own ligh t in this 
way, and  h ide  th e ir genuine, unquestionable historical service under the bushel 
of false steps forced upon  them  by necessity, they render a poor service to in te r­
national socialism for the  sake of which they have fought and suffered; for they 
w ant to  place in  its storehouse as new discoveries all the distortions prescribed 
in  Russia by necessity and  compulsion . . . (Rosa Luxem burg, The Russian  
R evolution, Ann A rbor Paperbacks 1967, pp . 77, 78, 79).
I t  is all too easy to  dismiss this critique  as failing  to appreciate 
the hardsh ips and  difficulties of the tim es o r of lacking a realistic 
estim ate an d  of the ruthlessness of im perialistic capitalism  (as 
evidenced by h er own b ru ta l m urder a few m onths later). T h e  fact is 
th a t h er criticisms were ignored and  h er fears were proven justified, 
for Stalinism  d id  eventuate and  in  th a t period socialist democracy 
and  “p ro le ta rian ” ru le  became a ho rrib le  mockery. H er comments 
in  the same pam phle t about w hat w ould  happen  if socialist dem o­
cracy was not rigorously p rom oted  proved amazingly accurate. 
Public  life she claim ed w ould fall gradually  asleep, a few dozen 
party  leaders of inexhaustible energy and  boundless experience 
w ould d irect and  rule. Am ong them  she declared only a dozen 
ou tstand ing  heads w ould do the leading and  an  elite of the working 
class w ould  be inv ited  from  tim e to  tim e to m eetings w here they
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would applaud  the speeches of the leaders and  approve proposed 
resolutions unanim ously —  at bo ttom  then, a clique affair a d ic ta­
torship to be sure, b u t n o t the d ictatorship  of the p ro le ta ria t (ibid., 
p. 72). T h is  is precisely the problem  th a t arose only in  worse form 
than  she predicted. T h e  m ost extrem e features have been overcome 
bu t an  enorm ous legacy rem ains and  is tackled less th an  half­
heartedly by the leading circles- (T he observations m ade here 
em anate no t from  a desire to “knock” the Soviet U nion, o r from  
lack of appreciation of the positive achievem ents and  role of the 
Soviet com m unists past o r present. T hey  are m ade as a con tribu tion  
towards an understand ing  of the phenom enon of Stalinism  and  its 
afterm ath which has grievously harm ed the cause of the socialist 
movem ent and  of the Soviet U nion  and  from  concern at the degree 
of u n th ink ing  acceptance and  advocacy of only national variants 
as a universal model).
I t  has been alleged th a t B ukharin  shortly before his tr ia l and  
execution m ain tained  th a t the growing deform ities of socialist 
principles were due to  a single m istake —  the identification  of the 
Party w ith the state. W hile this may be an oversim plification it 
is undoubted ly  a m ajor aspect of the problem  as im plied  above. 
As indicated  by E. H . C arr the  one-partv m onopoly of the Bolsheviks 
cannot be la id  fairly a t th e ir  door for no opposition party  of the 
time was prepared  to rem ain  w ith in  legal limits. (E. H . C arr, T he  
Bolshevik R evo lu tion  Vol. 1, Penguin  ed ition  p. 190).
Yet contem porary Soviet w riters approach this m atter dogm ati­
cally and  again advocate th e ir experience as good for every socialist 
revolution. A recent article “T h e  O rigin  of the O ne-Party System 
in the U.S.S.R.” by P. N. Sobolev (reprin ted  in  M arxism  Today, 
A pril 1969) is most in teresting  and  inform ative on the Bolshevik 
coalition w ith the Left Socialist R evolutionaries an d  its failure 
which resulted in  only one party  in  the country. I t  is hard , indeed, 
to see how  the Bolsheviks could  have acted o ther th a n  they d id  in  
the circumstances. H ow ever Sobolev writes:
In exam ining the m ulti-party  system in  the Soviet U nion it m ust be borne in  
m ind th a t it is no t identical w ith  th e  m ulti-party  system in  bourgeois states. 
One of the m ain  conditions of th e  existence of a m ulti-party  system in  a  socialist 
state is recognition o f the  leading role o f the working class and its Party by any 
Party which helps in governing the  country. (My emphasis).
Let it  be appreciated firstly th a t Sobolev is no t speaking here of 
the Soviet U nion only b u t of “a socialist state”. Secondly L enin  
:,nd the Bolsheviks did  not lay dow n th a t the Left Socialist R evolu­
tionaries (representing sections of the peasantry) in  1917 should 
r ecognise the leading role of the  Party. T hey  called, correctly, for 
the L.S.R’s to support the decisions of the Soviet G overnm ent as 
expressed in  the Decrees on L and, Peace, etc., to recognise the 
necessity for ruthless struggle against counter-revolution, to  recog­
nise the Soviets as the sole source of pow er an d  to subm it to  the
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m ajority  w ith in  the Soviets — qu ite  another question! T h ird ly  
it w ould seem ludicrous to call on ano ther party  to recognise the 
leading role of the Com m unist Party  i.e. for com plete submission. 
If they d id  then why exist at all as a separate party? Fourthly 
such an  approach entirely  excludes th a t there ever can be more 
th an  one  party  which represents the w orking class, a circumstance 
denied by the facts in  m any countries. F ifthly Sobolev confuses the 
issue of parties m ain ta in ing  a legal existence and parties being 
represented in  the G overnm ent — two qu ite  different m atters. 
A m ulti-party  system does not necessarily m ean a m ulti-party  gov­
ernm ent-
Such dubious theories were not form ulated  by the Com munists 
of 1917 b u t the Com munists of a la ter stage in  o rder to give theore­
tical justification to the Soviet experience as a universal model. 
So it  is th a t while allegedly m ulti-party  systems exist in  most of the 
socialist countries today, based on the above theory, the o ther parties 
are in  effect the shells of parties. For exam ple in  Czechoslovakia 
u n d er N ovotny it has been said th a t if the C om m unist Party  sneezed 
the o th e r Parties caught cold! W hat is their function if they 
m erely give the rubber stam p to  each and  every decision of the 
C om m unist Party? Issue is no t being taken here w ith the tactics 
of the Bolsheviks in  1917 n o r w ith the description by Sobolev (and 
Carr) as to  how th e  one-party system arose in  the Soviet U nion, 
neither is a call being m ade for a m ulti-party  system to be in troduced 
in  the U.S.S.R. B ut issue is taken w ith  the k ind  of theoretical 
advocacy w hich would, if im plem ented, v irtually  m ean a one-party 
system in  all countries taking the socialist road. T h is advocacy 
distorts the w hole question of p ro le ta rian  ru le  and socialist dem o­
cracy.
T h e  Ita lian  Com m unists call for a p luralistic  socialist society in 
the ir country.
. . . T h e  p artic ipa tion  of a p lu rality  of forces in  the  struggle against monopoly 
capitalism  is an  essential condition if socialist society is to be a pluralistic 
society w ith a rich dem ocratic structure, a society th a t is not centralised, not 
controlled by bureaucracy and no t identified w ith the power of a single party. 
(From the Preparato ry  Theses of the 12th Congress of the  Italian  Com munist 
Party”, M arxism  Today, April 1969, p.120).
A ustralian  Com m unists in  the ir d ra ft Charter of Democratic 
R igh ts  advocate th a t after the A u stra lian  bourgeoisie have been 
deprived of th e ir economic power an d  the ir control of the state 
and  mass m edia, citizens should have the freedom  of political asso­
ciation  inc lud ing  engaging in  election activities ancl political 
cam paigning provided tha t the  new socialist constitu tion and  laws 
are observed. N otw ithstanding  th a t advocacy, A ustralian  C om m un­
ists shou ld  n o t see such propositions as ho ld ing  good for the Com ­
m unists in  o ther regions of the w orld w here different conditions 
apply.
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T en ta tive  Conclusions
One of the huge theoretical and  practical problem s confronting 
the com m unist m ovem ent an d  a ll socialists is: w hat sort of society 
in the transitional period  between capitalism  an d  communism? 
After the e lim ination  of bourgeois ru le  and  the bourgeois state, 
w hat sort of governm ental and  state apparatus? T h e  answ er may 
only be provided by the people faced w ith the concrete task b u t the 
concept enunciated  by M arx on the revolutionary  transform ation 
necessary to achieve the transition  from  capitalism  to com m unism  
and  its correspondence to “ the d ictatorship  of the  p ro le ta ria t” 
seems generally correct so long as it  is treated  like all o th e r theore­
tical prognostications —  as a guide and  no t a dogm a —  an d  provid­
ing a num ber of things are rem em bered.
Firstly L enin  com m ented th a t a workers’ state i.e. (in  his terms) 
the d ictatorship  of the  pro le taria t, is a theoretical abstraction. 
T herefore it w ould be h a rd  to achieve in  pu re  form . H e also 
poin ted  ou t th a t the “d ic ta to rsh ip  of the p ro le ta ria t” was “a L atin , 
scientific, historical —  philosophical te rm ”.
Secondly there is no  m odel in  existence clearly representing a 
state of p ro letarian  d ictatorsh ip . Practical life emphasises strange 
lessons. Even w ith  w ide departures from  the theoretical principles 
the fundam entals of a socialist economic base can be b u ilt and 
achieve high degrees of advance w ithout a p ro p er socialist political 
system existing. E xperience dem onstrates th a t this has happened  
and  can be m ain ta ined  at least for a lengthy period  b u t requires 
a harsh, au thorita tive  political system to enforce it. I n  this con­
nection it should be recalled  th a t the capitalist system in  the 
advanced countries took from  two to the three h u n d red  years to 
m ature. T h ere  should be no  dogm atic copying of the form s of rule 
existing in  present socialist states.
T h ird ly  the p ro le taria t, the  class of m odern wage workers and  
the ir families constitutes the overw helm ing b u lk  of the popu la tion  
in  A ustralia  (unskilled, semi-skilled and  skilled m an u al workers, 
clerical and  sales workers, professional and  technical w orkers com­
prise 86.5 per cent of the workforce). F urtherm ore in  such countries 
the technical and  scientific sections are rap id ly  growing.
VVlien M arx spoke of th e  p ro le ta ria t as the revolutionary  class of bourgeois 
society he had in  m ind the  m odern wage worker as d istinct from th e  shopkeeper 
o r the  lum pen-proletarian  for exam ple, or from the peasants, artisans or 
o th er groups m ore typical of the  period  of feudalism. H e was not, in  this context, 
d istinguishing between m anual and  m ental wage workers, o r p roduction  and 
clerical or sales workers, categories which were, incidentally , by no  means 
so large then  as they are today. H e was speaking of th e  "collective laborer” in 
which he saw changes according to  changes in p roduction  e.g. from  h an d  m an u ­
facture to m achine p roduction . T oday this is the  view prevailing  am ong m arxists, 
though  contrary opinions are  no t lack in g . . .  and the  practice of m any more is 
to  take the  “leading ro le o f th e  working class’” as re ferring  to  th e  m anual
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factory workers. (Eric Aarons, Class and R u lin g  Class, Com m unist Party  P u b li­
cation 1969 p .8 ) .
L enin  claim ed th a t only the “u rb an  and  industria l workers in  
genera l’’ could lead the  struggle for the overthrow  of capital. H e 
thus d istinguished between “in d u stria l” ’ workers and  o ther w ork­
ers in  my opin ion  because of the class com position of Russia at 
the time.
Fourth ly  the essential requ irem ent seems to be the rule of the 
w orking people (as opposed to the ru le  of the capitalist class) which 
eventually  becomes the rule of m ank ind  “w hen the curse of class 
d istinctions from  o u r shoulders shall be h u rled ” (T h e  In terna tio ­
nale) and  where, as M arx indicated  the state is converted in to  an  
organ com pletely subordinated to society. Such a situation  w ould 
constitu te a big step on the road to a com m unist society.
If one leaves aside the problem  of the people who look at existing 
socialist states th rough rose-coloured glasses there is the additional 
phenom enon today particu larly  am ong the m ore anarchistically 
(in the philosophic sense) inclined on the so-called new left. 
Idealistic dream ers aplenty  dismiss the problem s of transition  to  the 
free society as being capable of tak ing  care of themselves. Come 
the revolu tion  we’ll wake up  one fine m orn ing  to  a gargantuan 
feast of mass m eetings w ith the populace flocking to partic ipate  
in  ru n n in g  the P.M .G., G eneral M otors and  the local council etc. 
T h e  only problem  however is th a t g reat num bers of the “masses” 
may prefer to  study the form  guides, d ig  the garden or lie on the 
beach!
Lenin  was extrem ely optim istic on this question at the tim e of the 
R ussian revolution, b u t he found  great problem s in  achieving this 
aim  an d  in  his last years acknowledged the difficulties (and the 
utopiari approach) involved, in  his w riting  o n  the grow ing bu reau ­
cracy em erging in  the Soviet U nion. In  1921 he wrote
Can every worker know how to adm inister the  state? Practical people know this 
is a fairy tale  . . . T h e  trade  unions are a school of communism and adm inis­
tration . W hen they (i.e. the  workers) have spent these y^ars a t school, they 
will learn, b u t i t  progresses slowly . . . How m any workers have been engaged 
in adm inistration? A few thousand all over Russia and no more. (Quoted in 
IC. H. C arr’s Bolshevik R evo lu tion , Penguin ed ition  p.254) .
L. G. C hurchw ard writes th a t Soviet au thorities today claim  tha t 
activists involved a t the local governm ent level represent one in 
six of the popu lation . H e continues:
My own view of the m atter, based on a careful reading of a wide range of 
m ateria l over m any years and some direct investigation of the problem  during  
1965, is th a t the  Soviet system has achieved considerable success in  its develop­
m ent of mass participation , especially in  th e  countless petty  tasks of local 
governm ent. T h is has enabled a substantial reduction  of pa id  officials b u t it 
may not have reduced Soviet bureaucratism . T h e  Party  has been directly
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responsible for m uch of this developm ent so th a t the  so-called “voluntary 
organisations” are not voluntary  in  the  full sense of th e  term . Furtherm ore, 
Party  control, while it has often encouraged new activities and organisations, 
has sometimes curbed local in itiative  and enthusiasm . (L. G. C hurchw ard, Con­
temporary Soviet Govertitnent, R outledge and Kegan P au l 1968 p.271).
From  a slightly different angle R adovan R ich ta  discusses these 
problems:
T h ere  is noth ing to be gained by shu tting  our eyes to the  fact th a t an  acute 
problem  of our age will be to close the  profound cleavage in  industria l civilisa­
tion  which, as Einstein realised w ith such alarm, places the  fate of the  defence­
less mass in the hands of an  educated elite, who wield the power of science 
and technology. Possibly th is will be among the  m ost complex undertakings 
facing socialism. W ith  science and technology essential to the  com m on good, 
circumstances place their advance prim arily  in  the  hands of th e  conscious, 
progressive agents of this m ovem ent — the professionals, scientists, technicians 
and  organisers, and  skilled workers. And even un d er socialism we m ay find 
tendencies to elitism, a  m onopoly of educational opportunities, exaggerated 
claims on higher living standards, and  the like; these groups m ay forget th a t 
the em ancipation of the  p a r t  is always bound up  w ith th e  em ancipation of all. 
Governm ent under socialism belongs to all working people and no t to  the 
professionals alone. Yet th e  working com m unity cannot "govern” in  a truly 
socialist m anner w ithout th e  aid of professionalism, of science. U ltim ately the 
only solution will be to m ake professionals of us all (while sim ultaneously 
abolishing by degrees the  need to  govern a t all). Every step in th is direction 
will facilitate fu rth er progress. And when the goal is set in  these term s, the 
coincidence of the  scientific and  technological revolution w ith revolutionary 
social changes is essential. (Civilisation at the Crossroads p .215).
Such problem s ind icate  the necessity of some form  of govern­
m enta l apparatus an d  state m achine for a long period  after the 
ending  of bourgeois rule-
Discussion of all these problem s needs to  be developed w ithin 
the left in  order to overcome conceptions tha t emphasise, onesidedly, 
the coercive aspects of p ro le ta rian  political power. F o r advanced 
capitalist countries M arcuse has expressed ideas for th e ir  revolu­
tionary  transform ation th ro u g h  an  in terim  educational d ictatorship  
of h igh m inded intellectuals, of philosophers p reparing  the free 
society. Personally I  regard  this w ith  just as m uch disfavor as d ic ta­
torships by Stalins, N ovotnys or M ao Tse-tungs. Preferable would 
be, it  seems, the view advanced by Engels in  1891 in  his criticism 
of the E rfu rt Program , th a t the workers can only come to power 
“under the form  of the dem ocratic republic” and  th a t this w ould 
be “even the specific form  for the d ictatorship  of the p ro le ta r ia t . .  
R a th e r th an  ru le by h igh  m inded  philosophers or C om m unist presi­
dium s or benevolent o r paranoic  dictators why no t a  w orking 
peoples’ dem ocratic rep u b lic  w hich sets ou t no t only to  eradicate the 
vestiges of exp lo ita tion , class d istinction  and  possessive ind iv idual­
ism b u t also seeks and  establishes facilities for the widest partic ipa­
tion  of its citizens in  ru n n in g  society and  th e ir own lives in  which 
there exists freedom  of opera tion  for various parties an d  groups 
existing w ith in  popu larly  agreed laws?
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DISCUSSION:
FR EN EY  C O N T E ST E D
I CAN ONLY SAY in  reply to Denis 
Freney's comm ents on workers’ con­
trol in  the  ALR of June-July  that 
his general approach is too dogmatic 
for my liking, on two points.
T h e  first p o in t relates to his a p ­
proach to the  tactics to be used in 
struggle. In  my previous article, I 
said th a t I considered th a t he moved 
too quickly in  advocating to railway- 
men such an advanced form of action 
as to ru n  the  railways themselves. I 
suggested th a t it w ould be better if 
he consulted the  railwaym en first as to 
w hether they  thought it was a good 
idea.
Yet Denis now com pounds his first 
sin by asking if it is ridiculous to 
advocate to bus and tram way workers 
th a t as a  protest against fines imposed 
on thqir un ion they should ru n  their 
vehicles b u t refuse to  collect fares. If 
he is asking m e th a t question, I say 
th a t I ju st d o n ’t know, and suggest 
again th a t only those concerned would 
really know w hether it is ridiculous or 
not. So Denis should have a chat with 
them  to find out.
I do know it is ridiculous, unwise 
and undemocratic no t to consult and 
listen to those who will have to pu t 
in to  effect some course of action. It 
even smacks of stalinism . T his defect 
in  his approach is significantly re ­
vealed in  his closing com m ent th a t “I 
don 't th ink  quo ting  ‘ordinary  w ork­
ers' proves m u ch ”. Yet it is the th in k ­
ing of o rd inary  workers th a t is going 
to determ ine w hether workers’ control
is to be achieved or not. Consequently 
anyone who closes his m ind to such 
th ink ing  lim its his usefulness to the 
workers.
Incidentally , lie claims to be able 
to quo te  workers who support his 
p o in t of view. So why not get one of 
them  to m ake a contribution  to the 
debate? Readers m ust be getting tired 
of just he and I bickering on the 
subject.
A nother th ing  th a t concerns me 
abou t the approach of Denis is that 
he is too com m itted to preconceived 
ideas of w hat forms struggle should 
take, and to the m echanical adoption 
in A ustralia of forms th a t have been 
used overseas. I would be the  last 
to say th a t overseas experience should 
no t be studied  and perhaps adopted 
in  forms acceptable to Australian 
workers. B ut I consider th a t the main 
concentration should be on evolving 
forms of struggle th a t are appropria te  
to the  objective A ustralian conditions.
W hat I p u t is, could it no t be 
th a t the  road  to workers’ control in 
A ustralia, like the road to socialism, 
m ight be somewhat different from that 
taken in  o ther countries? Bearing that 
in m ind, while the m atter is as fluid 
as it is at the  m om ent, should we not 
be careful no t to impose on it forms 
th a t could be foreign to its specifically 
A ustralian development?
T h e  second po in t of difference is 
in re la tion  to his conception of the 
rela tionsh ip  of the trad e  unions and 
bodies form ed to struggle for workers’ 
control. And again I consider that
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Denis is too dogm atic in his approach 
to this.
He apparently  has a “ th in g ” about 
bureaucracy and regards all trade 
unions as bureaucracies. So he holds 
th a t even though bodies form ed to 
fight for workers’ control can have 
friendly relationships w ith  th e  unions 
in their industry  they " . . .  m ust be 
independent (his emphasis) of the 
union structures and hierarchy — left, 
righ t o r centre. Otherwise they ru n  the 
danger of becom ing just ano ther sub ­
comm ittee under the contro l of the 
union hierarchy. . .”
Now I am with him  in his dislike 
of bureaucracy in  trade unions. In  
fact, when one looks a t ones such as 
the A ustralian W orkers’ U nion, one 
is alm ost led to believe th a t they 
invented the word! B ut I am not 
w ith him  in his assum ption th a t all 
trad e 'u n io n s  arc so bureaucratic  th a t 
the official apparatus has to be avoided 
like the plague.
T h is is true in  some cases, so the 
rank and file will have to  have their 
own forms of organisation. B u t there 
are unions in w hich workers’ control 
exists as a  reality. T h is no t only 
strengthens the  union, b u t also 
strengthens job organisation. I t  is for 
this reason th a t i t  is ju st because 
such unions are tightly  organised th a t 
one finds in them  the highest level 
of Shop Steward and Shop Com m ittee 
organisation.
Incidentally, a  striking testim onial 
to the  vallie of un ion ap p ara tus was 
given in th e  action of th e  m illion  work­
ers who stopped work in pro test against 
the jailing  of C larrie O ’Shea and the 
penal powers. A dem onstration  on such 
a scale, spread over different States, 
could only have been b rough t about, 
given the  m ilitan t m ood of th e  workers, 
by detailed organisation by a num ber 
of unions.
J a c k  H u t so n .
SH O P C O M M IT T E E S  AND 
W O R K E R S' C O N T R O L
SHOP C O M M IT TE E  and  job organ­
isation has been a way of life in  the 
power industry  since the  1930’s, and 
represents a long history of struggle 
to improve the  lo t of the power work­
er. These bodies were n o t set up  as 
an alternative to th e  official trade u n ­
ions, b u t to assist and  streng then  the 
unions by m ain tain ing  a  constant and 
vigilant stand a t job level in the in ­
terest of the  workers. W here th e  shop 
committees, shop stewards, delegates 
and workers have had  differences with 
their unions and  th e  L abor Council, 
th is has been necessary to  impress upon 
them  th a t action was essential to  win 
a certain  ju st dem and. T h is has even­
tually been accepted as a  correct course, 
and un ited  action of shop committees 
and workers w ith  official trad e  union 
leadership in  comradely un ity  has been 
successful in  w inning th e  issue.
In  the power stations, eight, ten  or 
m ore shop stewards, each representing 
his union, form  the  Shop Com mittee 
and this body has been able (through 
the  holding of mass m eetings) to con­
vey to m anagem ent, trade unions and 
Labor Council, th e  feelings, wishes and 
dem ands of the workers.
In  the war against fascism th e  power 
stations were fla t o u t ex tracting  the 
m axim um  energy from th e  p lan t. At 
B unnerong and o th er stations, the 
workers toiled un d er the  m ost u n ­
com fortable and adverse conditions, in ­
cluding long hours during  th e  day and 
night. After the war, in  1945, th e  Syd­
ney County Council endeavoured to 
in troduce mass m aintenance sh ift work 
ro u n d  the clock. T h is was rep u g n an t to 
the  workers, they refused to  accept it, 
and  a strike of seven weeks’ du ra tion  
took place. T h e  Shop C om m ittee led 
the  strike, w hen th e  m ajority  of the 
official trade unions opposed it, con­
tending th a t it was p rem atu re  as in ­
dustry had no t yet re-established itself
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after th e  war. Nevertheless, the work­
ers of B unnerong and Pyrm ont went 
on to gain a form of shift work that 
n'as acceptable to them . Trem endous 
rank  and file activity took place during  
[his dispute, led by the  Shop Com mittee 
which called for and form ed an en­
larged D isputes Com mittee. Protest 
m arches took place, rank  and file d ep ­
u tations w ent to Parliam ent House, 
Sydney C ounty Council headquarters, 
the Labor Council, trade unions and 
o ther organisations, as well workers 
spoke a t and called for financial support 
from shops and factories all over Syd­
ney. Prolonged sittings w ith the Presi­
d en t of th e  In dustria l Commission took 
place, some extending late in to  the 
night, and on one occasion proceeding 
by candle light.
Shortly a fte r w inning this battle  an ­
other strike took place a t Bunnerong, 
to secure the  establishm ent of a  can­
teen to supply a reasonable m idday 
meal, as well as facilities for shift 
workers. T h is was also won and in ­
serted in  the  then  S.C.C. Award.
Following these im portan t victories 
and after considerable discussion, the 
Shop Com m ittee was given official re ­
cognition by the S.C.C., the T rades & 
Labor Council and the  trade unions. 
A C harter and C onstitution were drawn 
up  and agreed upon.
In this tu rb u len t period disputes 
continued to flare up  over m any m at­
ters w ith w hich the  power workers 
were dissatisfied, w ith the  result that 
a so-called “ B etter Relations C onfer­
ence" took place. T his extended over 
m any weeks and involved the C hair­
m an of the  S.C.C., the  Councillors and 
M anagem ent of S.C.C., the  Shop Com ­
m ittee and  trade unions. A num ber of 
im provem ents and gains were m ade 
from this conference, including a spe­
cial fare allowance to Bunnerong.
Ill 1950 the  NSW Governm ent passed 
legislation to set up  an  Electricity Com ­
mission. B unnerong and Pyrm ont
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Power Stations, along w ith Port Kem- 
bla, were transferred to the Electricity 
Commission in Jan u ary  of 1951 and 
1952. T h e  Railway Power Stations fol­
lowed in  1953. O ther small stations 
were gradually absorbed, with the 
Balm ain Com pany join ing  in 1957.
T h e  ex-Railwav power station work­
ers (W hite Bay, U ltim o, Zara Street) 
were very active in the Shop Com mittee 
m ovem ent. W hite  Bay, in  fact, is cre­
d ited  w ith having form ed the first Shop 
C om m ittee in the whole Railway in ­
dustry. These workers had been cover­
ed by the M etal T rades Award and 
were well in  the  struggle of the m etal 
trades cam paign for increased margins.
From  these activities the need for 
some form  of combined job organisa­
tion  was apparen t. As a result a series 
of m eetings took place, a ttended by 
delegates from all power stations and 
sites, etc., th a t had  been taken over by 
the  Electricity Commission. These com­
b ined  m eetings discussed the form ation 
of a  com bined delegates’ organisation 
for th e  whole of th e  power industry, 
and working conditions at th e  various 
plants.
D uring  1956 the Com bined Delegates 
appoin ted  a com m ittee to p repare  a 
log of claims for a new industria l agree­
m ent. W hen it  was completed, this 
was presented to the Electricity Com ­
m ission by the Broad Committee, a  sub­
com m ittee under the auspices of the 
T rades and Labor Council, composed 
of a  representative (mainly un ion  offi­
cials) <from each of the  26 unions with 
m em bers working in th e  E.C.
In  the  m eantim e the Com bined Dele­
gates Com m ittee (ECCUDO) which had 
adopted  a  constitution and elected of­
ficials, developed in to  a powerful rank 
and file organisation and was respon­
sible for in itia ting  and leading the 
workers in  the power industry  in cam ­
paigns for im proved wages and  condi­
tions despite continued attacks from 
the E lectricity Commission, and some­
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times w ith opposition from  th e  trade 
union organisation itself.
Various forms of struggle were used 
and are being used rig h t u p  to the 
present time: ro lling  strikes, stop work 
meetings, deputations to  the  Elec­
tricity Commission, to Parliam ent, to 
the Labor Council — these and  m any 
others forms of action were developed 
by the  ECCUDO. In  th e  m ain  and 
at different periods of struggle, the 
Com bined Delegates have h ad  a very 
good relationship and degree of co­
operation with the Labor Council and 
trade un ion  officers. T h e  shop stewards 
were included in  m any official delega­
tions and Labor Council officials on 
m any occasions sought ou t the  C om bin­
ed Delegates to have a frank exchange 
of views and ideas.
D uring 1956 the  unions were in ­
form ed by the E.C. that, d u e  to  the 
bringing in to  operation of new m odern 
power stations on th e  coalfields, there 
was a  surplus of workers in  th e  m etro ­
po litan  area. T h is touched off the 
workers’ campaign for full em ploym ent 
in the  industry we had  helped to  devel­
op, based on a 35-hour week and  four 
weeks’ annual leave. T h is was one of 
the m ost intensive cam paigns waged by 
the Delegates’ Com m ittee and th e  w ork­
ers. I t  continued for m any m onths, in ­
volving diverse forms of struggle. We 
were on  the  streets of Sydney and all 
over the  place. T h e  Labor Council 
worked w ith us and assisted in  p roduc­
ing pam phlets for public  d istribu tion  
ou tlin ing  the power situation  and the 
workers’ case. A num ber of stoppages 
took place, and a  large mass m eeting 
was held  in  the T ow n H all. A t a con­
ference w ith the C hairm an of the  Com ­
mission the  delegation was to ld  th a t 
250 unskilled and semi-skilled workers 
w ould have to be re trenched. T h e  
strength  of the cam paign prevented  
this from  taking place. T h e  Com mis­
sion agreed to pay one week’s wages 
for every year of service to  anyone leav­
ing the  Commission. It agreed to give
three  m onths notice to the  unions be­
fore a  p lan t was closed down, and  pay­
m ent for a t least six m onths of travel 
and removal expenses for workers trans­
ferring to th e  country pow er stations. 
These were some of th e  concessions 
won by the  cam paign.
T h e  delegates and workers of W angi 
Power Station dem anded a  site allow­
ance to compensate for th e  expense 
involved in travelling the long distance 
between W angi Power Station and their 
homes in  the  Newcastle area. T hey 
prepared  a very good and  well docu­
m ented case and  arranged an  inspec­
tion  tour of the  area. A ction backing 
th e ir claim included several strikes by 
W angi workers. L ater a d epu ta tion  m et 
th e  Prem ier seeking a 35-hour week 
and four weeks' annual leave. T he 
Prem ier said the  Governm ent h ad  set 
up  an  A utom ation Enquiry  and  advis­
ed the  unions to subm it evidence to it. 
T h e  A ustralian Railways U nion, on 
behalf of all the  unions, accepted the 
responsibility for p reparing  m aterial 
to support the  case. T h is  they did 
w ith great credit and ability.
In  1961 a struggle took place around  
the  proposal to change the  agreement 
(industrial) to  one of a Consent Award. 
A vigorous fight against th is change was 
waged, b u t a  m ajority  decision of the 
Broad Com m ittee accepted it.
T here  have been m any issues th a t 
we have struggled around  since then, 
including a  wage increase in  1964. In
1966 the  $2 case was p u t  before the  
C ourt by the  trade unions. T h e  m ain 
advocate presenting th e  case was from 
th e  Electrical T rades U nion. A very 
thorough case was presented, backed 
up w ith evidence from others. T he 
Com bined Shop Stewards’ Com mittee 
organised a sustained attendance each 
day of workers from power stations 
and sites from all over N.S.W. These 
filled the  public  gallery, backing up 
the  unions’ case. At the p resent tim e 
negotiations are still in  progress re  the 
general conditions.
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T h e  A utom ation E nquiry  referred to 
above lasted for years. T h e  Judge a p ­
pointed  by the Governm ent visited 
power stations and sites th roughout the 
State; he also travelled overseas ex­
tensively. B ut did this futile inquiry  
solve the  pressing problem s of power 
house workers? Lasting m ore than  two 
years and culm inating  in  a voluminous 
report now gathering  dust in the a r­
chives of Parliam ent House, this in ­
quiry  offered no th ing  to the power 
workers by way of im proved condi­
tions nor, even m ore im portantly , any­
th ing  by way of job security.
D uring 1955 in a tragic accident at 
Bunnerong Power Station, one worker 
was killed and two seriously in jured  in 
a blow-back on a boiler. T h is sparked 
off one of the m ost intensive campaigns 
on safety th a t we had ever seen. Great 
changes were dem anded and agreed 
to by the  m anagem ent following a dep ­
utation  to the  C hairm an  of the Com­
mission. N um erous discussions took 
place between the  Shop Com mittee and 
Power Station M anagem ent and p rac­
tical measures were devised and agreed 
on to m ake working on boilers in p a r ti­
cular safer for all. M odern first aid 
rooms were bu ilt, staffed w ith qualified 
nursing sisters, and w ith a m edical of­
ficer a ttend ing  at set times. Emergency 
rescue apparatus was also installed 
th roughout the station.
T oday power house workers face 
great technological advances in the in ­
dustry, which raise entirely  new p ro b ­
lems and aggravate old ones. W hat does 
the fu tu re  hold for power house work­
ers? R apidly  advancing autom ation 
(and nuclear energy possibly in  the 
next decade) m eans less workers, new 
train ing  and a hun d red  o ther unans­
wered questions. W hat stake have the 
workers in  this future? Have they a 
right to know or m ore im portantly 
have they a r ig h t to a say, in what is 
to happen  to them  and their families in 
the future?
T he history of the activities of our 
J°l> trade un ion  organisation shows
th a t the  workers can intervene, that 
they can assert their rights in  an in ­
d ustry  th a t they helped to build  and 
now run . And w hat of this job organ­
isation which has been bu ilt up  over 
m any years and has such a p roud  record 
of struggle on behalf of power house 
workers? Does it fulfil the needs of a 
changing industry? Does it m easure up 
today to w hat is requ ired  to m ake it 
an even stronger organisation in the 
future?
Obviously not. I t  m ust be p lain  to 
all th a t the whole structure  of our 
work force in the industry has 
changed. T h e  num ber of workers in 
the  wages division has fallen by half, 
w hilst on the o ther hand  the  salaried 
division has grown. M any of those in 
the salaried section only yesterday 
were in  the wages section. Now they 
are technicians, operators, etc., and 
their needs and problem s, the pres­
sure facing them , arc identified with 
the wages section. T his is revealed 
in th e  fact that the  salaried section 
has had  several struggles lately and 
is spearheading the cam paign for 
the  35-hour week, five weeks’ annual 
leave, paym ent for annual leave at 
average weekly ra te  du ring  the  year, 
and increase in penalty  ra te  for shift 
work up  to $2 per shift.
T h e  present constitution of our job 
organisation (E.C.C.U.D.O.) keeps us 
apart. Obviously this m ust be rec ti­
fied as quickly as possible and the  u t­
most un ity  and confidence established 
betw een wage and salary workers.
W e requ ire  today flexibility and o r­
ganisational un ity  betw een the work­
ers and  job organisation, the Shop 
Committees, T rad e  Unions and Labor 
Council, so th a t the whole structure 
conforms to and facilitates the  utm ost 
dem ocratic expression and un ity  of all 
workers in  th e  power industry. Only 
th en  can th e  workers and their organ­
isation assume an o.Tensive role, so 
that, in  this period of far-reaching
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changes affecting all the workers, their 
voice can be heard  in the  industry  in 
which they earn th e ir living. I t  raises 
the vital question of w hether the  work­
ers can have a say in  th e ir destiny.
As stated earlier, the question  of 
nuclear power stations is now very 
m uch on the  agenda, w ith reports th a t 
one will be b u ilt in  N.S.W. in  the 
early 1970's. W h at’s in  this for Power 
House workers? Is our security to be 
even more uncertain? W e w ant to 
know now, and dem and th a t th e  trade 
unions be consulted and inform ed.
Strong job organisation, no t in  opp o ­
sition to the established trade  union 
organisation and centres of leadership, 
b u t com plem enting them , is essential, 
as this record shows. T his is the  best 
way of ensuring the  democracy of the 
rank  and file, allowing them  to p a r ti­
cipate in  decision m aking as well as 
in carrying ou t decisions.
H arry  W ebb
For twenty years, before his re tirem ent 
in 1968 H arry W ebb was President of 
the B unnerong Shop Com m ittee, and 
for fifteen years the President of the 
combined delegates organisation which 
covers all shop organisation in the 
power houses in NSW. A m em ber of 
the  Electrical T rades U nion he  was 
m ade a  life m em ber (a ra re  honor) by 
th e  Federal Council of the  U nion on 
his retirem ent. As a young electrician 
he was active in  the  B ritish  General 
Strike in 1926 and after a period  of 
unem ploym ent went to sea for about 
n ine  years. D uring this period  h e  jo in ­
ed the Com m unist Party  in  London 
(1936). He m igrated to A ustralia in  
1938.
A A R O N S’ VIEW S 
C O N T E ST E D
LAURIE AARONS at th e  Left Action 
Conference in Sydney at Easter o u t­
lined  his program  of action for the 
Left.
Firstly, he  says, the p o in t of his 
program  is to  destroy one social system 
and to replace i t  w ith  another. Sec­
ondly, it is necessary to do this b e ­
cause only a different k ind  of society 
can apply “ the  scientific and technol­
ogical revo lu tion” to the m aterial and 
spiritual needs ot m an.
But in fact he  does no t properly 
develop e ither ot these argum ents so 
th a t in  the  end the  m odel society he 
describes is, besides being unclear, not 
radically different from present Aus­
tralian  society in  several key ways.
For exam ple, in  a ttem pting  to de­
fine “ tru ly  hum an  relations between 
m en in  p roduction” he opts for co­
operation and self-managem ent ra th e r 
th an  exploitation or au th o ritarian  
bureaucracy. B ut he is unable then 
to define w hat he means by co-opera­
tion and  self m anagem ent. I t  is u n ­
helpful to speak, as h e  does, of "a 
new balance of central p lann ing  and 
local in itiative” . W hat new  balance? 
More central p lann ing  th an  a t present, 
or less? It is difficult to tell.
Similarly, when he speaks of the 
second elem ent in the proposed new 
balance — i.e. local in itiative  — his 
radical alternative is expressed only 
as "direct control over decision m ak­
ing". Again, w hat direct control? By 
mass participation  (if so, how?) or by 
elected representatives?
It  is only when L aurie Aarons 
comes to discuss the first elem ent — 
central p lann ing  — th a t a political 
theory is revealed.
Here, he identifies central p lanning 
with w hat he  calls the  “democratic 
state”. Centralised p lann ing  would 
enable the setting of the  framework, 
targets and priorities in  production. 
All national policies w ould be decided 
th rough  “conviction”. W hat does this 
last term  m ean — referendum , election, 
representative democracy, m ajority  de­
cision? T h e  lack of clarity  in  the
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notion  of central p lann ing  carries over 
in to  the  conception of the  o ther func­
tions of the  dem ocratic state. These 
include direct election and free access 
to  the mass media. T h e  last concept 
is extrem ely vaguely expressed, and 
the  old w orrying doubts about any al­
liance betw een the socialist state and 
the mass m edia are not considered or 
dispelled.
T h e  first concept — direct election
— is crucial. W hile it is perfectly true 
th a t p roportional representation  would 
be m ore dem ocratic th an  the present 
electoral system, p u ttin g  “direct” in 
front of the  usual term  “election” does 
little  to m ake il m ore revolutionary. 
Essentially w hat is being offered is a 
liberal democracy w ith state owned 
and controlled industry, w ith little  
m ore th an  a nod at local initiative 
and self-managem ent. L aurie Aarons 
says th a t his democratic state, in con­
trast to bourgeois liberal democracies, 
w ould aim  from the beginning to 
w ither away. But why would this 
state, which seems to have a theory not 
significantly different from the theory 
of the A ustralian state a t the moment, 
except in its greater (or is it?) role in 
economic p lann ing , 'Why would such 
a state  decide to w ither away more 
th an  any o ther state  has ever done? 
L aurie Aarons m erely hopes it will.
T h e  political theory emerging from 
this is the reaffirmation of the  value 
of elections at all levels as a practical 
m ode of indiv idual self expression and 
control. L aurie  Aarons tries to counter 
attacks on socialism by attem pting to 
place socialism w ith in  the liberal- 
dem ocratic framework. B ut the fu ture  
lies no t w ith liberal democracies, neces­
sarily failures, b u t in the develop­
m ent of relations which obviate the  n e ­
cessity for elections, relations in  which 
the  control of a person can never be 
taken from  him , by any elected rep ­
resentative. W hatever these relations 
are, elections, w hether in  the  context 
of a capitalist economic system or not,
never produced self m anagem ent or 
free expression yet.
T h e  second them e underlying the 
speech is the significance of the scienti­
fic and technological revolution. T his 
process will, he says, "determ ine the 
world wide struggle for social change” 
as new social tensions are created. But 
a lthough this idea is repeated  m any 
times, and one discerns a search for 
a m odernised version of the con tra­
dictions of capitalism  theory, these new 
tensions are no t at all elaborated in 
any way th a t makes them  particularly  
“new ”. Earlier, in ou tlin ing  a model 
society, he  had  stated what was m or­
ally desirable, and his emphasis on the 
scientific and technological revolution 
is m eant to indicate th a t this m oral 
objective (“ truly hum an relations be­
tween m en in p roduction”) is in  sight; 
in fact, is "determ ined".
I t  is an  old M arxist trick, and here 
the  usual doubts are seen, for having 
seen the  determ inism  in his “contra­
dictions” theory, L aurie Aarons im ­
m ediately states th a t the process m ust 
be helped along. All this could easily 
be dispensed with. Clearly technologi­
cal change brings w ith it social changes, 
w hich should be analysed, bu t the pos­
sibilities are various and even by 
L aurie Aarons’ own analysis of cap ital­
ism, pessimism is at least as w arranted 
as optim ism , and the m oral choices 
m ust be m ade w ithout the aid of the 
forces of history.
T h e  m oral ideal is doubtfu l, the 
social analysis unclear. W hat of the 
strategy? H ere I shall consider just one 
p o in t — his advocating th a t all sec­
tions of the left should support the 
election of a Labor Governm ent, re ­
garding the defeat of the Liberal 
C ountry  Party  Governm ent as an ad ­
vance. T h is po in t came under fire at 
the Conference itself, and should be 
seen as arising from the theoretical 
belief in  the  electoral process form ul­
ated  earlier. For example, he  says the
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Left, during  the elections, should cam ­
paign for proportional representation 
to improve the  electoral system.
Laurie Aarons does no t spend a 
great deal of time, understandably , in 
defending this position. B u t it is de­
fended in detail, a lthough  no t speci­
fically, by Denis T'reney in  In ternational 
X o. 7. His argum ent, too, falls down.
Denis Freney's essential argum ent is 
th a t the Left m ust advocate the  elec­
tion of a Labor Governm ent “so that 
we can go th rough  th a t experience 
w ith the  workers, and be in  a position 
to offer a viable a lternative”. B u t this 
very old theory, th a t the  workers will 
understand the  tru e  n a tu re  of reform ­
ism once Labor is in power, has been 
too often disproved in  A ustralia. Dis­
illusionm ent w ith a reform ist govern­
m ent tends to result in a swing fu rther 
to the righ t th an  to  th e  left. And 
even if the la tter occurred it is the 
task of the revolutionary left to con­
sistently offer its alternative, and not 
subm erge itself in  the  aspirations of 
a p a rty 'w ith  which it  does no t essen­
tially agree. W hat counts is the  growth 
of a revolutionary left, and this does 
no t depend on w hether there  is a L ib­
eral o r Labor G overnm ent in  power.
Both Aarons and Freney are advocat­
ing a b lurring  and d ilu tin g  of the 
program  for the left. Because of the 
sanction it gives to the parliam entary  
system, I doub t w hether candidates 
should be supported  a t all. T h is  does 
not exclude political activity directly 
related  to the elections. B ut if can­
didates should be supported , they 
should be left, non-ALP candidates.
Finally, L aurie Aarons has a ttem pted  
to p u t forward a program  for the  left 
which synthesises most of the  current 
ideas floating around  in  left wing 
circles — self m anagem ent, democracy, 
confrontation, the effects of the  tech­
nological revolution. T h e  vagueness 
and  repetitiveness of his language re ­
flects a  desire to generalise, to encom ­
pass as m any trends as possible, to 
keep up w ith the times. B ut in fact 
these concepts have no t even welded 
in to  a to ta l analysis o r coherent p ro ­
gram.
A n n  C urth o y s
D ISSO L U T IO N  O F SDA
LAST A PR IL  Brisbane's Society for 
Dem ocratic Action (SDA) announced 
its dissolution. In a newsletter (28/4/69) 
M itch T hom pson explained: “At the 
last general m eeting of SDA held  at 
the University a decision to dissolve 
was overwhelmingly accepted. So, w hat 
began as a protest m ovem ent to ­
wards the  end of 1966, has died less 
than  two and a ha lf years later. SDA 
as an organisation no longer exists. 
Those people who feel the need to 
continue protest will do so, bu t the 
tim e has arrived, for m any of us, to 
pass from a protest organisation to a 
radical or revolutionary movem ent. A 
m ovem ent to challenge the  structures 
of this Society".
T h e  ensuing reaction in southern 
states was interesting. One newspaper 
said th a t SDA had gone underground  
(The  Australian  May 16), whatever 
th a t m eant. Some rad ical students 
saw the  dissolution as proof th a t Brian 
Laver’s leadership and socialist revolu­
tionary position were faulty  and in ­
correct. Students for a Democratic 
Society (SDS) took the  opportun ity  
to move in  leading cadres to take 
over the B risbane studen t scene. H ow ­
ever few saw SDA’s decision as a  cour­
ageous, im aginative and  adult move, 
som ething th a t once m ore pu ts the 
Brisbane activists in  the  van of the 
A ustralian revolutionary movem ent.
Before I elucidate upon  this it is 
necessary to  sketch in the  history and 
achievements of SDA.i Form ed in  1966 
on the cam pus of the  University of 
Queensland, it consisted of a small 
group of students concerned about the 
Vietnam  war and h indered  by u n d e ­
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m ocratic State governm ent legislation 
which effectively frustrated  th e  h o ld ­
ing of dem onstrations and the d istri­
b u tio n  of pam phlets in  B risbane’s 
streets. However this was not the 
only issue as interest was also expressed 
in  conscription, education, Aborigines, 
conservation of n a tu ra l resources etc. 
D uring  1966 and  1967, as a result of 
direct action, organisational experi­
ence and intellectual activity, it be­
came ap paren t to SDA’s student m em ­
bers th a t these issues were not u n ­
connected aberrations of the system 
b u t parts of a whole, in  fact they 
form ed an in terrela ted  indictm ent of 
the  system.
Accompanying this awareness was an 
insight in to  the  n a tu re  of Australian 
society, th a t power is in the hands 
of a few socio-economic groups which 
decide the  d irection in  which society 
shall develop, whilst on the  other hand 
there  are 'm inority ’ groups confined 
“ to working for the system ra th e r than 
participa ting  in or controlling i t”.- 
T h is in  tu rn  led to the  realisation 
th a t in o rder to effect social change 
links h ad  to be forged w ith all these 
groups. One result was th a t political 
activity amongst secondary students 
was developed; and before th e  events 
in France du rin g  May 1968 the  con­
cept of a student-w orker alliance was 
in itiated , one m anifestation being the 
FOCO Y outh centre, established in 
Brisbane’s T rades Hall.
By the beginning of 1969 SDA was 
characterised by the following: 1 Sup­
port of social revolution in  the third 
world. 2 Advocation of student-staff 
control of universities in order "to cap­
ture university education for the deve­
lopment of individuals rather than 
the efficient perpetuation of the social 
and economic goals of the status quo’’.!* 
Further it advocated, in line with this, 
worker control in all centres of pro­
duction — in factories, in schools, in 
the public service. 3 It sought also 
“structural involvement with the forms
of under-privilege in our society, whe­
th er i t  be social, educational or econo­
m ic”.4 T h is was indeed a m arked 
developm ent amongst students who 
h ad  come together a couple of years 
previously for the purpose of protest.
Coupled w ith this were o ther deve­
lopments; the  articulate and sensitive 
SDA student cadres had, by the  end 
of 1968, e ither “dropped o u t” or g rad u ­
ated. D uring  the la tter m onths of 
th a t year energy was directed to creat­
ing off campus quarters, together with 
a bookshop and prin tery . Ideologically 
SDA had  m oved far ahead of the  gen­
eral studen t body. T h e  SDA leadership 
had recognised the “m oral obligation”, 
as B aran  and Sweezy p u t it, " to  devote 
ourselves to fighting against an  evil 
and destructive system which maims, 
oppresses, and dishonours those who 
live un d er it, and which threatens 
devastation and death  to m illions of 
others a round  the globe”.5
T h en  in  M arch Q ueensland univer­
sity's student paper Semper Floreat 
(17/3/69) stated th a t revolution, work­
er control, participatory  democracy 
and o th er concepts "have ceased to 
have any m eaning or relevance to any­
body outside the (SDA) leadership”. 
T h e  article  went on to observe that 
w hat "was attractive about SDA in 
form er years was the fact th a t they 
articu la ted  in forceful and idealistic 
language, the  bourgeois m yths about 
freedom , justice and equality  which 
everyone believed in  . . . ” In short the 
article suggested th a t SDA should re ­
m ain  bourgeois oriented and p e rp e tu ­
ate the  bourgeois m yths in order to 
reach the level of consciousness of 
the  m ajority  of students.
U nderlying this bourgeois oriented 
analysis of the Semper Floreat article 
was the  conception of student move­
m ents as pressure groups “designed to 
secure the advancem ent of their sec­
tional interests w ith in  an accepted 
status qu<^’, som ething th a t they are 
not.a It failed to realise th a t SDA
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had gone beyond being a studen t m ove­
m ent trying to reform  society by p ro ­
testing in the streets, th a t is a tte m p t­
ing to bring  about social change by 
inarching, getting arrested etc. and 
showing the governm ent in  a dram atic 
wav th a t some people do not agree 
with certain decisions m ade in their 
name.
D an O 'Neill, an SDA theorist and 
activist, poin ted  to the fallacy of th in k ­
ing real social change can come 
through exerting pressure on  the  state; 
this he  said was completely naive. “It 
is a concept of power th a t Gramsci 
has exposfed as completely useless to 
radical action in an  advanced society. 
T his is because it suggests th a t the 
state is the m ain power in  the  society 
when, in  fact, i t  has become increas­
ingly evident th a t the  state is sim ply 
one agency among several agencies, 
several great institu tiona l orders of 
society, through whose reciprocal re la ­
tions the  final status quo of power is 
m ain tained”.'!’ Because of the  in te ­
grated and sophisticated n a tu re  of this 
society “change m ust be in troduced 
first in the  function and scope and 
organisation of ali cu ltural, ideological 
and formally and inform ally educa­
tional structures in this society”.8 T his 
m eans th a t wherever m en “acquire 
th e ir notion of what social reality  is, 
their notion of the na tu re  of m an, 
w hat is customary, what is no t cus­
tomary; w hat is evil, w hat is respect­
able",® there socialists m ust work to 
present and argue the ideas th a t ex­
pose and re fu te  the  bourgeois con­
cepts, to point to the realities and 
alternatives.
In  an elem entary way this is, in ef­
fect, w hat SDA has done. T h e  disso­
lu tion  has m eant an end to protest, 
no t radical or revolutionary politics. 
W hat is envisaged is the form ation 
of “Action Committees a t whatever 
level we may be working or studying
— from job levels to colleges, from 
specific educational in stitu tions to
faculties, from the  public  service to 
the  under-privileged. All those radical 
people who are actually concerned 
enough, beyond just the  psychological 
need of belonging to the  organisation, 
can no longer rely on SDA to carry 
ou t radical work. T h e  m ovem ent m ust 
be decentralised. Each person should 
consciously be working towards the 
build ing  of a group (Action Com m it­
tee), even if only two at th e  beginning, 
in  whatever area or issue they are 
involved. Agents such as regular 
weekly newssheets (jobsheets etc.) could 
be of great im portance”. 10
T h u s wherever form er SDA m em ­
bers find themselves, w hether it be 
on the factory floor, in  the  professions, 
on campus etc., there  they will seek 
to isolate, describe, and refu te  the  ideas 
upon which the  status quo  depends, 
and in their place pose th e  socialist 
alternatives.
T h e  final po in t to make is th a t the 
dissolution of SDA helps answer the 
question “W hat does a studen t radical 
do when he is no longer a student?” 
Some observers reason th a t current 
campus radicals will, upon  graduation, 
enter the  ranks of the  professions and 
become part of the status quo. T his is 
a reasonable expectation, for students 
are mostly m iddle class kids snared in 
a bourgeois controlled institu tion , 
which churns them  out as candidates 
for m anipulative careers w ith in  a 
bourgeois society. Perhaps some cam ­
pus radicals w ill end up  th is way. Yet 
on the o ther hand  perhaps they will 
go from a position of m ilitancy w ithin 
the university to a sim ilar one w ithin 
society as a whole, "w ill ask exactly 
what the  p o in t of their education 
was, and w hat use i t  could be towards 
m aking a socialist society”.!1 C erta in ­
ly the  dissolution of SDA and  the  con­
cept of Action Com m ittees gives reason 
for believing so.
R . J .  C a h il l
i For details of SDA refer to  my Notes 
on the New L e ft in Australia  published
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W O R L D  Y O U T H  FESTIVAL 
— A N O T H E R  V IEW
1 AM W R IT IN G  this as a participant 
at the  W orld Youth Festival who saw 
none of the preparations, only the  re ­
sults as they affected the 15,000 p a r ti­
cipants. T h e  reaction of m any western 
delegates, including m any Australians, 
was surprise and disgust at th e  program  
and the  ru n n in g  of the  official “dis­
cussions." T h e  program  included sev­
eral things w hich I considered to be 
of secondary im portance to ones not 
included. T h e  official “discussions” 
were ones which lim ited  discussion 
and p ro h ib ited  expressions of differing 
\ic iv s .
l lie developm ents in  Czechoslovakia 
are amongst the  most im portan t ones 
of this decade; they raise th e  question 
of m arkedly differing forms of social­
ism and are relevant to the whole 
world.
It should have been possible to dis­
cuss them  at the Festival bu t they were 
ignored by the In ternational P repara­
tory Com m ittee (and this was prio r to 
the invasion). T h e  inclusion of a day 
devoted to wom en’s rights, while being 
im portan t, seemed absurd when such 
tilings as raised in Miss Burgoyne’s 
article (student-w orker relationships, 
etc.) were neglected. A nother point 
w hich greatly annoyed m any A ustra­
lians, was the  “day for solidarity with 
the A rab peoples, victims of Israeli ag­
gression." W hile the question of the 
M iddle East w arranted  inclusion in 
the Festival program , it is hardly  as 
open and shut an issue as this. T he 
Arabs have m ade mistakes too and the 
whole issue of the M iddle East needs 
discussion. W hat sort of a discussion 
could be held  under a heading like 
that!
A m em ber of the  A ustralian delega­
tion  re tu rn ed  from a m eeting w ith the 
East Germ ans. Fler reaction sum m ed up  
the whole tone of the Festival, as im ­
posed from above: “T he a ttitu d e  of the 
East Germ ans is th a t they’ve done 
everything now; their country is p e r­
fect and th ere ’s no th ing  left to do." 
I.P.C.'s a ttitu d e  (as we saw it) was one 
th a t no discussion was needed on social­
ist countries — they’re perfect!
T h e  Festival was for “Solidarity, 
Peace and Friendship". Because of the 
a ttitu d e  of the Soviet U nion and its 
allies, the Festival failed to achieve 
this. Before solidarity can be achieved 
differing poin ts of view have to be 
discussed u n til common ground is 
found. Even the solidarity m eeting with 
the Vietnam ese dem onstrated the  lack 
of solidarity w ithin the Festival. A 
mass dem onstration was organised by 
I.P.C. as a counter to one the West 
Germ ans (S.D.S.) had  organised. T here  
is no solidarity, peace or friendship 
w ith d ictatorship  and here the  I.P.C. 
was trying to dictate bo th  ideas and 
actions.
Mr. Supple (ALR No. 2) emphasises 
“im perialism ” ajid "exploitation”. In
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fact, the only im perialism  ‘ discussed" 
was U.S. Any attem pt to discuss other 
aspects of im perialism  (and there  are 
others) or o ther questions concerning 
the relationships between states was 
successfully disrupted . For exam ple, 
one of the m ain questions for western 
vouth (and m any eastern youth, too) 
is, is Soviet socialism only a id ing or 
sometimes re ta rd ing  the  struggle for 
peace and freedom? T h is is directly 
related to the Czech issue. O f course, 
it wasn't discussed officially.
Mr. Supple also claims th a t Sofia 
was “ the world centre of progressive 
young people . . .  to advance their 
rights, to propose.” T h e  p o in t is, that 
our rights were severely lim ited. P ro ­
positions were restricted to p roposi­
tions about capitalism . T h e  only so­
cialist countries which engaged in  self- 
criticism were Yugoslavia and  Czecho­
slovakia and only Yugoslavia dared  sug­
gest th a t one had the  righ t to criticise 
aspects of the Soviet Union.
I agree in pa rt w ith Mr. Supple, th a t 
in ternational meetings are as im p o rt­
ant, i£ not m ore so, now, th an  in  the 
past, bu t they m ust no t be like the 
Festival. As capitalism  and socialism 
become m ore complex, it is very neces­
sary to discuss them  on an  in te rnational 
basis. But, as the Festival was organ­
ised, it was virtually  useless: only the  
initiative o£ some western groups saved 
it. It is no longer necessary to  dem on­
strate th a t we can get 15,000 people in 
one place and if such gatherings can be 
m anipu lated  to m ake it appear th a t all 
present give uncritical su p p o rt to  the 
Soviet Union, in fact they are harm ful. 
It is necessary to have open discussion, 
even if it means socialist countries may 
be criticised.
I t  seems obvious that one's views on 
Czechoslovakia will be reflected in one's 
a ttitu d e  to the Festival. After all, they 
stem from the same basic principle. I 
am objecting to the stifling of discus­
sion. In  part, so did the Czechs. I o b ­
ject to  the im position of ideas — so 
d id  the  Czechs.
T h e  Festival dem onstrated one posi­
tive fact: th a t socialist ideas will con­
tinue  to  develop despite efforts to  con­
tain  diiicussion just as, I believe, free­
dom in m any forms will develop no 
m atter w hat conform ity is currently 
dem anded by leaders in  socialist coun­
tries.
N. M o r t ier
L E N IN ’S IN T E R N A T IO N A L  
—AND S T A L IN ’S
JU ST OVER fifty years ago, the  T h ird  
In ternational was form ed. In  view of 
current discussions on the  n a tu re  of 
in ternational relations of com m unist 
parties, it m ay be useful to look at 
these relations in  L en in’s tim e, and 
the  alterations in  th e ir form  in  the 
period shortly following L en in ’s death.
In  L enin’s tim e, the  In terna tional 
consisted of the  free association of 
several completely autonom ous parties. 
A general concordance of views was 
ensured by each party, on admission, 
agreeing to a certain  set of views.
However, this d id  no t cut across 
th e  concept of com plete sovereignty 
of each party , not only in  regard  to 
"in terna l affairs”, b u t in  deciding its 
attitude  to world problems.
Certainly, there  was no “ unofficial 
doctrine” of the  leading ro le of one 
party , no m atter how m uch adm iration 
the various parties had  for th e  success 
of the  Bolshevik party.
W ithin  the  guide lines of accepted 
ideas, four congresses, m arked by lively 
debate and differing viewpoints, took 
place in Lenin’s lifetim e.
T he congresses most relevant to p re ­
sent conditions were th e  th ird  and 
fourth  (1921, 1922). T h e  first declared 
for the U nited  Front policy and the 
la tter continued this policy. I t  was
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thus the  last congress to express 
Lenin's views. (It is rem arkable that 
historians o£ the T h ird  In ternational 
almost completely ignore the fourth  
congress, b u t already, a t th a t time, 
very serious consideration was being 
given to the  rem arkable differences in 
various countries in  which the U nited 
Front policy was being developed).
M uch has already been said of the 
1928 Sixth Congress of the In tern a ­
tional, the  sectarian line  of which in 
one im p o rtan t expression (the a ttitude 
to social democracy) was adm itted by 
the Com m unist Party  of the Soviet 
Union openly in 1963.
Almost as im portan t, perhaps, was 
the F ifth  Congress (June 1924) in 
which a whole num ber of organisa­
tional changes were m ade which ef­
fectively converted the  previously sov­
ereign parties in to  sections of a single 
world party , w ith the  application of 
global democratic, centralism , p ro lifera­
tion of agencies and those measures 
which im parted  a rigidity  to the organ­
isation, and ultim ately  did great harm .
Instances occurred in which entire 
sections were dissolved (e.g. the Polish 
Party in 1938) and serious considera­
tion was given to dissolving others — 
and all this from “above”.
W here sectarian extremes of the 
In ternational's policy were opposed on 
a national scale, fiats in the form of 
telegrams from the Executive Com­
m ittee of the  In terna tiona l were suf­
ficient to ensure their replacem ent by 
those who shared the sectarian views 
of a leadership which was ultim ately 
th a t of Stalin.
T h e  m agnificent rep air work of 
D im itrov and others in  the mid- 
th irties (and S talin’s belated second 
thoughts) were insufficient either to 
repair the  damage of the  previous 
period or to  avoid later, basically sec­
tarian , mistakes, punishm ents, disso­
lutions.
T h e  positive achievements of the 
In terna tional are well known. But in 
w eighing the  balance of the period 
a sober consideration of the  negative 
exam ples can also assist in form ing 
one’s a ttitu d e  to the curren t debate 
on the  basis of internationalism  in the 
present period.
S.C.
SEX D IS C R IM IN A T IO N
C APITALISM  has long been noted 
for its ruthless exploitation of 
wom en and although m odern cap ital­
ism no  longer adopts the m ore b latan t 
m ethods such as cheap female labour 
in m in ing  and heavy industry, it still 
relies heavily on the source of cheap 
labour m ade available by the  exist­
ence of unequal pay.
However, I am m ore concerned 
a t the  m om ent w ith the  m ore subtle 
forms of exploitation and discrim ina­
tion  which are features of the  type of 
society th a t capitalism  breeds. W omen 
have the  rig h t to develop themselves 
to th e ir fullest capacities, bu t this is 
no t being done at present because 
a lthough  few legal disabilities against 
wom en still exist there are grave social 
disabilities which prevent them  from 
developing themselves. I refer to  the 
obvious discrim inations which arc 
practised against women in terms of 
job opportunities e.g. the difficulty 
of becom ing a headm istress in a co­
educational school, or the  difficulty of 
m aking m uch progress in comm unity 
affairs.
Now, I th ink  th a t it is im portan t 
to realise th a t women constitute a 
com m on factor in  all the m ajor insti­
tu tions of society. In  this respect they 
provide a link between workers, stu d ­
ents, intellectuals and even the capit­
alists themselves. B ut in  addition  it 
should be borne in m ind th a t all 
women suffer some discrim ination be­
cause they are women regardless of 
th e ir class. 'T h u s the lowest pa id  fac­
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tory worker and the wife of the  factory 
owner suffer some common discrim ­
inations, at least at the  social level.
If it could be poin ted  ou t to all 
women exactly how m uch they are 
d iscrim inated against, two results are 
likely to follow, depending on the 
backgrounds of the  different women. 
Some, belonging to the  working class 
and o ther sim ilar social classes could 
be expected to actively seek a change 
in the basic struc tu re  of the  society 
which causes such discrim ination.
O n the o ther hand , w hilst i t  could 
not be expected th a t women from the 
capitalist classes would actively work 
for such a change, it w ould no t be 
unreasonable to expect th a t they 
w ould be at least less hostile to such 
a change and to th a t extent the reac t­
ionary forces w culd be weakened.
T h ere  are m any structures which 
help  to support the existing cap ital­
ist system and in which women could 
work to at least reduce the  effectiveness 
of such a structure  as a bulw ark of 
capitalism .
However such an awareness of their 
condition is not likely to become evi­
d en t to all women at once. W hat is 
necessary is a long cam paign to bring  
ou t just how extensive is the dis­
crim ination  against women. Such a 
cam paign would have to be m ounted  
by all those who wish to change the 
society.
Particularly  im portan t is the  role 
of m en in  such a cam paign. On every 
occasion th a t d iscrim ination was d e ­
tected it would be necessary to use 
every possible tactic to expose the  s it­
uation . For exam ple, a  black ban  on 
any firm or governm ent agency which 
advertised a job position for a male 
only when either a m ale o r female 
w ould have bee/i suitable w ould be 
a step in  the  rig h t direction.
However whatever action was u l ti ­
m ately decided upon it w ould have to 
be in tegrated w ith  o ther action d e ­
signed to b ring  about the  same 
change in  society. Probably a national 
conference along the  same lines, bu t 
on a different scale, as th e  recent Left 
Action Conference, would provide a 
po in t of focus for those who are in ­
terested in  tackling the  problem  of 
our present society from  this angle.
L y l e  T .  C u l le n
M O R E P R O T E S T  ON 
‘C IV ILIA N  M IL IT A R IS T S ’
I HAVE just re tu rn ed  to  Australia 
after some m onths overseas, and been 
given a copy of your issue of Decem­
ber 1968, contain ing  an  article  ‘Civil­
ian M ilitarists’ by Jo h n  Playford. I 
was interested to find so m uch of Dr. 
Playford's article  devoted to  the  Strate­
gic and Defence Studies C entre at T he 
A ustralian N ational University, and to 
my own writings and lectures. Some 
of Dr. Playford’s points are correct, or 
justifiable in te rp reta tion . H e is cer­
tainly en titled  to hold th e  views he 
does, to quote  T ribune  in  support of 
them  and, in  our k ind  of society, to 
express them . B ut his article contained 
so m any errors of fact, incorrect or 
even im proper inferences, and so m uch 
use of the techniques of gu ilt by asso­
ciation and sm ear by irrelevant ju x ta ­
position th a t I feel I  m ust protest 
through your columns. M uch of what 
he says is no t true, and this includes 
references to my own career which, had 
he so wished, he  could so easily have 
checked w ith me.
On errors of fact: it has never been 
proposed th a t the  C entre should have 
access to classified m aterial. Dr. Play­
ford’s account of the  form ation of the 
Centre bears alm ost no  re la tion  to what 
occurred. H e relies for his ‘evidence’ 
on a second-hand account by a jou rn a l­
ist who, on his own admission, d id  not
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liave access to relevant inform ation. 
Sir John  Crawford has never ‘adam an t­
ly denied rum ours of financial assis­
tance from  the  Ford Foundation .’ On 
l he contrary, a t all stages since 1965 
in the process of establishing the 
C entre, Sir Jo h n  has m ade clear, w ith ­
in the  University and publicly where 
appropria te , th a t some assistance from 
Ford would be welcomed. W hat Sir 
John  d id  deny was th a t funds had been 
prom ised or received from Ford be­
fore they were in  fact prom ised or 
received. W hen the g ran t to this and 
m any o ther projects was announced in
1967 (a fter  the  Centre had  been estab­
lished), this was widely publicised. T he 
Centre d id  no t have in December 1968, 
nor does it now have, a ‘curren t in te r­
est in the techniques of counterin- 
surgency w arfare.’ I have never a d ­
dressed the  Defend A ustralia C om m it­
tee. I have never lectured  in  m ilitary 
history a t D untroon. I am not a ‘P ro ­
fessional Fellow,’ w hatever th a t may 
be. Dr. Playford's assessments thus in ­
volve serious inaccuracies and m is­
representations, which call into ques­
tion the purpose no less th an  the vali­
dity of his article.
May 1 say a few words about the 
C entre. I t  is an activity of this U niver­
sity, subject to the same requirem ents 
of academic discipline and propriety  as 
any o th er activity. Its participan ts in ­
clude people of widely varying acade­
mic and political interests. I t  does not 
have views: it provides facilities where 
\ iews can be expressed and research 
undertaken  freely. It seeks to raise the 
level of university and public  know­
ledge and debate on strategic and d e ­
fence m atters, and if Dr. Playford 
would like to make use of it, he has 
only to ask. H e m ight then  become 
ra th e r m ore inform ed about it, and 
about questions of defence, than he 
now appears to be.
T .  B. M il l a r , 
Professorial Fellow.
A R E JO IN D E R
IX T H E  L IG H T  of claims that the 
A ustralian National University's S tra­
tegic Studies Centre has established a 
solid repu ta tion  for relevance and 
objectivity, it is ra th e r interesting that 
Dr. M illar should begin his letter bv 
po in ting  ou t that in "our k ind of 
society" I am entitled  to hold certain 
views, including the right to quote 
from  Tribune. (It is also interesting 
to note th a t “C ivilian M ilitarists" con­
ta ined  several scores of references of 
which only one came from the dreaded 
source referred to by Dr. Millar.)
Let me tu rn  now to m inor "errors of 
fact”. Dr. M illar was advertised to 
speak at a m eeting sponsored by the 
Defend Australia Committee. He may 
not have lectured on "m ilitary history" 
at D untroon, bu t he has lectured there­
on o ther subjects. T h e  description of 
h im  as a "Professional Fellow” was 
a  typographical error for which I was 
no t responsible.
As for the  question of Ford Founda­
tion  finance — regarding which I plead 
gu ilty  to relying m ainly on the 
“second-hand account” by the  respected 
C anberra  journalist M axim ilian W alsh
— we m ust seem to be in danger of 
forgetting  th a t in the second ha lf of 
1966 the  Centre m ust have believed 
it h ighly probable th a t the  grant 
w ould come through although it was 
no t officially announced un til 1967.
Finally, let me repeat th a t critics 
of strategic studies institutes are not 
impressed by the fact that strings are 
no t form ally attached to funds from 
the  Ford and  o ther foundations. As 
Professor H ans M orgenthau and  m any 
others have po in ted  out, these grants 
do exert an  influence  upon the  objects, 
results and m ethods of research — and 
it w ould indeed be very odd if this 
were no t th e  case.
J o h n  P l a y fo r d .
Eric
Aarons
ASPECTS OF 
SOCIALIST 
STRATEGY
T h e  follow ing article raising some views on the basis of 
socialist strategy is taken from  a contribu tion  to discussion 
at the Q ueensland State Conference of the C om m unist 
Party held in Brisbane on June 14-15, 1969.
SOON, the C om m unist P arty  of A ustralia w ill be 50 years old. If 
we make a very sweeping generalisation, we could say th a t the 
first 25 years were, w ith  exceptions, years of grow th, while the 
second 25, again w ith qualifications, have been m arked  by decline. 
W h a t do the next 25 years hold? W hat are the m ain  trends of 
today, the deeper processes going on in  A ustralia  an d  the world 
w hich have to be taken in to  account and  understood  if we are 
once again to advance? T hese are questions w hich revolutionaries 
such as we are m ust have the courage to look squarely in  the face 
as a precondition for the elaboration  of a viable revolutionary  
strategy. Sim ilar questions face the whole Left, though  in  different 
ways, and it is by boldly tackling the problem s we see facing o u r­
selves tha t we can m ake the most effective co n trib u tio n  to  the 
advance of the Left as a whole.
Consciousness of the d ep th  of these problem s already began to 
develop in  the period leading u p  to  our 21st Congress in  1967 
partly  as a response to  the mass stirrings of the  early 60’s. Since 
th a t time these have grow n in to  pow erful spontaneous movements 
of many m illions of people th roughou t the world. W ith o u t such 
mass spontaneous m ovem ents, which express the fact th a t deeply 
felt aspirations and  needs are stirring  the m inds an d  tugging at 
the hearts of people a t the grass-roots, revolutionaries face little  bu t 
tough  slogging. B ut once such m ovem ents begin to reveal them ­
selves, revolutionaries, provided they understand  the ir sources and 
springs, have the possibility of influencing them  in  a revolutionary 
direction. B ut if this is to occur m uch study is essential b o th  of 
revolutionary  theory and  the experience of the mass movements, as 
well as the ir in teraction. B ut often, and over qu ite  a long period, 
we have been held  back from  this necessary effort by a conceit tha t 
we really “knew it a ll,” by a static o r dogm atic understand ing  of 
the valuable insights we had  which negatived even those, tu rn ing  
them  in to  the ir opposite; o r we have taken the “easy” way ou t of
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following others instead of accepting the responsibility of making 
our own analysis and  thereby not only advancing our own activity, 
b u t also help ing  to enrich the w orld store of revolutionary know ­
ledge from  w hich we could in  tu rn  draw  sustenance. H ere I wish 
to  advance some views to help  in  the process of solution of these 
problems.
it  seems to me tha t four m ain  features of the world we at present 
live in  have particu larly  to be taken in to  account. T hey  are related 
and  in terac t of course, and are presented separately only for purpose 
of exposition. T hey  are:
T h e  transition  from the m onopoly capitalism  described by 
Lenin to w hat is variously called State M onopoly Capitalism , 
neo-capitalism , or post-industrial society.
T h e  onset of the scientific and  industria l revolution which is 
associated w ith the above.
T h e  sweep of the national libera tion  movements.
T h e  existence and pow erful influence of a socialist sector of 
the world.
In A ustralia it would be necessary to  add  such particulars as the 
great industria l and  m ining expansion, the extensive m igration, 
and  the enorm ous influx of foreign, particu larly  U nited  States 
capital, and  o u r ra th e r special position  in  the w orld vis-a-vis Asia 
w ith all this implies concerning policies and attitudes. I do not 
in tend  to try to deal w ith these here, an d  w ill concentrate m ainly 
on the first two of the four points ou tlined  above.
Lenin placed the period of transition  from  ‘free com petition’ 
capitalism  to m onopoly capitalism , or im perialism , in  the last 
decade of the 19th century. W hile certain  features of this new 
stage of capitalism  were noted and  taken in to  account from  then  on, 
it was roughly  20 years before the substance of these changes and 
i heir m eaning for revolutionary perspective and strategy were 
theoretically  sum m ed u p  (L enin’s Imperialism, the Highest Stage 
of Capitalism was w ritten  in  1916 an d  published  in  1917). Even so, 
this was only a little  over 30 years a fte r the death  of M arx; it is 
now 45 years since the death  of L enin , and  du ring  tha t time even 
bigger changes have taken place than  in  the previous period, and 
are happen ing  at an  accelerated rate, b u t they have not been 
sim ilarly grasped theoretically by the com m unists, and  new young 
left ideologists (recall how young M arx and  L enin  were when they 
conceived the germs of their m ain  ideas) have been m ore sensitive 
lo the new needs of new times, undeveloped though m any of their 
>deas are.
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Some of the m ain  features of this m odern  stage of capitalist 
developm ent have been described in  m ore recent years (locally, see 
for exam ple the article by Bernie T a ft in  the first issue of Australian  
Left Review,  Ju n e  1966, and  the paper by Jo h n  Playford at the 
Left Action Conference). T hey  include the alm ost com plete dom in­
ance of m onopolies in  the economy (and the accom panying relative 
decline in  small enterprises and  an enorm ous absolute reduction  in  
the num ber of farmers); the  qualitatively  new and  higher level of 
State in tervention  in  the economy and  in  social life generally; the 
enorm ous grow th in the m ilitary; the increasing in terchange in  
personnel between industry , governm ent and  m ilitary; the m ore 
or less com plete transition  from  individual en trepreneurs to  m an ­
agers; great expansion of p roduction  and, despite recessions and 
o ther economic problem s, the avoidance of world-wide and  deep 
crises such as th a t of 1929. T h e  size of enterprises and  institu tions 
of all kinds has grown as a consequence, while the n a tu re  an d  use 
of the mass m edia has also reached a qualitatively  new level. I t  is a 
com plex and highly in teg ra ted  society, “one bloody lu m p ”, in  w hich 
the individual m em bers and  even whole groups feel the ir remoteness, 
powerlessness, lostness, alienation. A nd now, after a period  of 
“ad justm en t”, these features of m odern society, despite a general 
rise in  m aterial standards often qu ite  considerable, are im pelling  
increasing num bers in  diverse spheres of life in to  dissent and  rebel­
lion, particularly  on issues w hich may be broadly described as of a 
dem ocratic nature.
Now let us tu rn  to the scientific and  technological revolution, 
w ith w hich these developm ents are in tim ately  bound  up. T h e  
question to be answered abou t this revolution is w hether it is bu t 
a continuation , even though  at a m uch higher level, of th e  process 
of m echanisation w hich has been a feature of capitalism  for over 
a hu n d red  years follow ing the industria l revolution, or does it 
m ark som ething qualita tively  new? I th in k  we m ust answer the 
latter. In  my opinion, by fa r the most p ro found  analysis of this 
question is contained in  the book Civilisation at the Crossroads 
w ritten  by the Czech philosopher R adovan R ich ta  in  conjunction 
w ith a large research team , and  published in  A ustralia  by ALR. 
Very briefly the ir thesis may be sum m ed u p  as follows: from  the 
rise of capitalism  up  to the onset of the scientific and  technological 
revolution, the m ain feature  and  m ainspring of developm ent has 
been in  the m echanical side of the productive forces. In  the period 
of h an d  m anufacture, the various processes previously perform ed 
by the one craftsm an were divided u p  in to  separate operations p er­
form ed w ith h and  tools by unskilled  or semi-skilled labor. These 
processes were then  m echanised to  continually  h igher degrees, bu t 
the labor rem ained basically unskilled  and semi-skilled (for exam ple, 
the m odern  assembly line). T h e re  was a grow th in  the num ber
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of skilled workers and technical personnel, bu t these rem ained 
qu ite  ancillary to the m ain trend  of a grow ing num ber and  “w eight’" 
of m achines attended by an unskilled and  semi-skilled work force.
Basically, w hat is different about the scientific and  technological 
revolu tion  is th a t this introduces and  makes essential a change 
prim arily  in  the hum an  factor w hich for centuries h ad  rem ained 
virtually  unchanged. T oday science (basic research, applied  science, 
technology) is becom ing the essential factor not only in  production 
itself, b u t also in  services, adm in istra tion  etc., few spheres of social 
life rem ain ing  unaffected. T h e  leading character of basic research 
is shown in  one aspect in  the calculation  of a Soviet scientist that 
every rouble invested in  such research yields annually, on the 
average, a surplus of 50%. A nd increasingly the possibility and 
need arises for m an to stand outside the direct production  process 
instead of being tied to it in  the (often b ru ta l and  dehum anising) 
way he previously was.
T h e  mass developm ent and  app lication  of science in all its 
aspects m eans a large scale and  deep transform ation of the hum an 
factor in  p roduction  and social life generally. A nd such revolu tion­
ary changes cannot bu t create new tensions and  intensify some old 
ones, w hen they are in troduced in to  a society w here the power o! 
capital, w ith  its au thoritarian ism , its bureaucracy, its exploitative 
and  essentially an ti-hum an ethos, holds sway.
E ducation  in  these circumstances develops its own contradictions, 
w ith revolutionary  potential, if understood. I pass over such im ­
p o rtan t questions as the m aterial o r financial needs of education 
w hich deeply move m any people of all ages w hen fu tu re  prospects 
of ind iv iduals depend so heavily on the availability  of education, 
to  still deeper contradictions arising from  the education  process 
itself. A n education w hich has to produce developed, ra tional and 
creative hum an  beings cannot b u t have a certain  hum anist content 
ind, despite the best efforts of establishm ents to  im bue education 
w ith the ir own class values and  rear super-skilled conformists, they 
send fo rth  grow ing num bers of people in  greater and  greater contra­
diction to  the social realities of o u r society. M any may be in te ­
grated in to  the existing society, b u t this does no t entirely  remove 
the contradictions, and  a growing m inority  of the dissenting and 
rebellious are to be seen. W hen this stream  flows in to  and  meets 
the intensified contradictions generated  w ith in  state monopoly 
capitalism  as ou tlined  above, the possibility of revolutionary social 
explosions is created. Particu larly  to  be found  is a new emphasis 
on the “o ld ” dem ocratic rights, an d  the rise of new dem ocratic 
dem ands, w hether for “workers’ con tro l”, “studen t pow er”, “black 
pow er” or o ther forms of dem ands for the recognition of the rights 
of na tional m inorities, of the exploited  an d  oppressed. T h e  strength
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of mass response to the ja iling  of C larrie O 'Shea over the penal 
clauses issue is one expression of the spontaneous and  potentially  
revolutionary sen tim ent w hich is being generated  w ith in  m odern 
society (nor should it  be forgotten tha t two o ther dem ocratic issues 
— the Com m unist P arty  D issolution Act and  R eferendum , in 
1950-51, and  the am endm ents to  the Crimes Act in 1960 — also 
generated two of the biggest struggles of the post-war years).
T h e  scientific and  technological revolution has yet ano ther d im en­
sion in  tha t it is the m eans by which an abundance of m aterial 
w ealth  is created. T h e re  is already a relative abundance com pared 
w ith pre-war for exam ple, and  it is already clear th a t if there is 
no t an absolute abundance today, there surely can be tomorrow. 
T h is  poses qu ite  new possibilities, perspectives and m oral im pera­
tives. For exam ple, if the causes of tuberculosis are no t known 
or no cure is available, deaths from  the disease are te rrib le  and 
tragic, b u t no m oral question  arises. B ut if the causes are know n 
and  the cure is available bu t is no t provided to  those suffering 
from  the disease, this is no t only terrib le and  tragic, b u t has the 
new dim ension th a t it is m orally wrong, and  cannot bu t arouse 
grow ing indignation. Likewise w ith poverty and  deprivation. In  
a poverty stricken society it is better to have shared poverty, ra th e r 
than  having rich and very poor. B ut poverty as such will be in ­
evitable. B ut when, as is the case today, we have or clearly have 
the potential for adequate  provision for all, to have abou t a m illion  
poor in  A ustralia is a crying injustice and  com pletely im m oral. 
Similarly it is entirely  w rong for children of workers to be deprived 
of higher education, for Aborigines to  be forced to live as they 
do, for pensioners and  m any w ho fall sick to  suffer as is the case 
today.
T h e  question of wage rates for the vast m ajority  of workers also 
takes on  a new aspect in  these circumstances, w hich is expressed 
in  em bryonic form  by the grow ing dem and for a real living wage, 
in  place of the cheese-paring calculations and dem ands w hich are 
m easured in  a few m iserable dollars. T h e  un io n  m ovem ent, w ork­
ing class political organisations and all workers should re-structure 
th e ir  approaches to m ake a decent living wage in  accordance w ith 
today’s possibilities, a recognised priority  call on the national p ro ­
duct.
O ther questions too need to  be looked a t anew in  the same 
light. For exam ple the new President of the A ustralian  Academy 
of Sciences has declared th a t po llu tion  of the env ironm ent is a 
greater menace than  the p o pu la tion  explosion, and  sim ilar w arnings 
of possible disaster are echoed in  a recent rep o rt of the  U nited  
N ations.
B ut is this unavoidable? Is i t  right? Have we no t already the
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possibility th a t the needs of the developm ent of hum an beings 
should be p u t in first place in  pub lic  policy? A nd on the other 
hand, does no t the character of the scientific and  technological 
revolution briefly described above also dem and  th a t they be put 
in  first place? W hen the creativity and  allround  developm ent of 
hum an  beings is becom ing the m ain  cond ition  of economic and 
social advance, are no t losses in  the hum an  factor the most costly 
losses of all? N ot only capitalists, b u t m any others have been condi­
tioned to look at such questions in  a purely  economic way. T hus 
when it becomes a question of m in ing  m ineral sands on the 
beaches, the loss of so m any m illion  dollars of o u tp u t is pu t in 
the forefront, and  the w arnings of conservationists and  others tha t 
this m ay destroy n a tu ra l beauties, w ildlife and  the  ecological 
balance are dismissed as being of secondary im portance, or even 
as idealistic sentim entality. B ut if such activities lead to reduced 
hum an  potentialities and  developm ent th rough  an adverse effect 
on the environm ent, in  the new conditions of today this could 
result in  m any times the economic losses th a t w ould  result if the 
project were rejected.
T h is  may seem to be p u ttin g  econom ic losses in  the first place, 
b u t this is done only by way of illustra tion . T h e  real po in t is that 
the scientific and  technological revolu tion , w hich makes possible 
the solution of m an ’s economic problem s by the creation of ab u n d ­
ance, is rendering  the old way of looking at things qu ite  outm oded. 
H um anism  —  the placing of the needs of hum an beings in  the 
first place as the foundation  of society and  social policy and  the 
developm ent of the ind iv idual to  the fu ll for his own sake —  has 
been for thousands of years the dream  of the greatest thinkers and 
visionaries. Today, the possibility  is w ith in  our grasp for the first 
time; and  furtherm ore, those societies w hich pass over or reject 
this possibility w ill fall behind, because to give p riority  to the 
needs of h u m an  beings is the  new necessity for b ring ing  the scienti­
fic and  technological revolution  to fu ll fru ition .
T h u s  each particu la r issue arising in  social life under capitalism , 
w hether it be concerned w ith  wages, pensions, h ealth  services, 
education, tow n planning, control of the  environm ent, dem ocratic 
rights and  in  particu la r the e lim ination  or at least drastic reduction 
of a lienation  by ensuring th a t in  factories, institu tions, educational 
establishm ents localities etc., the people  involved have the power 
of control over th e ir own activities an d  lives, can and m ust be 
related  to  larger questions of the social structure, to the question 
of the im perative need and  m oral urge for the revolutionary  trans­
form ation of society.
T h is link ing  of particu lar an d  im m ediate issues arising spontane­
ously in  life w ith  the social s tructure  as a whole and the need for
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its transform ation, in  association w ith mass action has always 
been the key to the developm ent of revolutionary  consciousness. 
I t is no t tha t this has exactly been forgotten  by com m unists and 
other revolutionaries in  the past period, when socialist consciousness 
has tended to decline, b u t ra th e r th a t the way in  w hich this had 
been m ore or less effectively done in  the past was no longer w orking 
as before because it was n o  longer in  accord w ith  conditions, and 
the new conditions had  no t been subjected to  an  adequate  m arxist 
analysis.
For exam ple, speaking very generally, up  to the post w ar period 
the actual poverty of the  vast mass of people was a central fact 
of existence. T h is  was partly  due to, and  com pounded by, the per­
m anent unem ploym ent rarely falling below 8-10% and  in  the 
depression of the ’th irties rising to 30-40% for years on end. T h u s 
the directly economic issues were stark, were qu ite  easily re la ted  to 
the w ider social questions and  the issue of revolutionary  transform a­
tion, I t  was no t th a t the issues were purely economic; on the con­
trary, they were economic, political and  m oral all at once. B ut the 
readiness w ith which the transition  could be m ade from  conscious­
ness of them  as economic questions to a considerable degree of 
socialist consciousness obscured deeper questions —  alienation  for 
exam ple — so that, w hen these o ther aspects began to emerge to the 
forefront this was “foreign territo ry ’’ for many, and  the failure of 
the o ld  form ulas led to loss of elan and orien tation .
Somewhat similarly, in  the pre-war period the violent, repressive 
and  bestial na tu re  of capitalism  was starkly m anifestd  in  the w orld­
wide phenom enon of fascism. W hile this is still to  be seen, and 
by no means to be discounted as a possibility anywhere, w hat has 
been described as “repressive tolerance” has been m ore common: 
a stifling conform ist sense of powerlessness to  change anything, 
supplem ented of course w herever necessary by d irect repression. 
Once again, the o ld  form ulas were no longer adequate for the 
raising of socialist consciousness, and  the ir inadequacy con tribu ted  
to the faltering in  m orale and  loss of o rien tation  m entioned  above. 
W hen to all this is added  the fact th a t the socialist a lternative as 
presented by the Soviet U n ion  was “p u re r” an d  appeared  m ore 
attractive than  it d id  la te r w ith  the revelations concerning the 
S talin  period, and  the con tinued  problem s of the advance of socialist 
democracy, the new tasks of developing revolutionary  consciousness 
became great indeed.
These problem s, particu larly  the first, have also I  believe been 
a m ain  source of the cu rren t difficulties of the trade un ions whose 
im portance an d  value was m ore directly seen and  m ore deeply 
felt in  the earlier period. T oday  the trade unions need to expand  
th e ir understanding, the ir vision and the scope of the ir activities to
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meet the new conditions of life u n d er state m onopoly capitalism  
in  the throes of the scientific and technological revolution. U n 
fortunately  the trade un ions’ conservative side, which was a problem  
even before, is far m ore prom inent th an  it was, and the conscious­
ness of the need for overcom ing it and the means for doing so was 
no t sufficiently realised, including by com m unists and other forces 
of the Left in  the unions.
S im ilar considerations apply in  the case of reformism, w hich is 
clearly suffering a continually  deepening crisis all over the world. 
Reform ism  seldom has displayed any d ep th  in  its understanding  of 
capitalist society, b u t this d id  not m atte r so m uch in  the starker 
conditions of the earlier period, when an  absolutely small im prove­
m ent in  wages, conditions or social services was relatively quite 
significant. Today, when masses of people are feeling new needs, 
or old ones in  a new way requ iring  a deeper understanding  of social 
life and  a m ore revolutionary approach if they are to  be satisfied, 
and  when various reforms and a certain  increase in  living standards 
may occur anyway, even under conservative governm ents, reform ism  
becomes increasingly ineffectual and unattractive.
As 1 have said above, we need not feel too superior; we also have 
m uch to criticise in  ourselves for having been so slow to realise 
the n a tu re  of the problem  we face, even though the problem  is 
basically different since ou r revolutionary  disposition and m arxist 
theory contains the elements for transform ing  ou r situation.
T h e  M odel of Socialism
One of the questions here is the m odel of socialism we project. 
T h is has become a m atter of contention  in  recent times, when many 
claims have been m ade tha t there is “only one socialism’’, (which 
can only m ean the one we’ve got, the one th a t exists). But th a t this 
is not so w ill become clear from considering some of the m ain 
tasks w hich practically all the socialist revolutions up  to date have 
h ad  to concern themselves with:
E lim ination  of the rem nants of feudalism ; land  and  freedom 
to the peasants (in a num ber of cases, of course, feudalism  
was more than  a rem nant).
C oncentration of the m ain means of p roduction  — quite 
small in ex ten t — in  the hands of the state; concentration 
of the small surplus from  agricu lture  and  industry  in  the 
hands of the state for fu rth er expansion in  the means of p ro ­
duction; in  general a great expansion of the role-of the state 
in  social life.
B ringing about a change from  the predom inance of small
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production, trade  etc., by nationalisation , co-operation and 
collectivisation.
On the basis of the above to gradually reduce or elim inate 
the endem ic poverty.
B ut com pare these tasks w ith  the problem s we face, as does any 
developed capitalist country  today:
We have no feudalism , no peasants to free, the land  ques­
tion is qu ite  different.
T here  has already been a great expansion of the role of the 
state in  social life, and while the m ain  m eans of production 
will in itia lly  have to be taken over by the state in  all p ro ­
bability, the m ain  question will no t be the centralisation 
of state power, b u t ra th e r its decentralisation as a  p art of 
self-management.
T h e  mass of sm all agricu ltu ral producers has already been 
elim inated, and  the rem ainder form  a very sm all and  still 
d im inishing p ro p o rtio n  of the popu la tion ; o ther small 
producers and  traders have also been reduced absolutely, 
and even m ore in  th e ir  weight in  the economy.
Instead of g rind ing  poverty there is relative abundance, 
and the possibility of rap id  e lim ination  of the poverty and 
deprivation w hich rem ain.
I t  can readily be seen th a t these circumstances pose qu ite  new 
tasks of economics, politics an d  organisation com pared w ith  w hat 
h ad  to be tackled before. I have already m entioned  th a t in  a num ber 
of fields at least the task m ay be to reduce ra th e r  th an  increase 
the power of the state in  favor of decentralisation, developm ent of 
self m anagem ent and  autonom y. Certainly the “all-pow erful” state 
is no longer either a ttractive or necessary. Changes here would 
en ta il a modified role for a revolutionary  party  or coalition —  cer­
tain ly  all power w ould no t be concentrated  in  its hands — , au th o ri­
tarian  decision on ideas (censorship of ideas and  inform ation) would 
be increasingly ou t of place, an d  the developm ent of dialogue and 
the ferm ent of ideas w ould  replace tendencies to a congealed system 
of doctrines.
T h e  above are some of the  considerations which, it seems to  me, 
m ust enter in to  discussion of the problem s of socialist strategy.
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Peter Kapitsa is one of the leading Soviet physicists.
H e  made the speech printed below at a meeting of the 
Presidium of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR on 
February 28 this year.
T h e  article of Academician A. D. Sakharov to which he 
refers is a letter sent to L. Brezhnev and A. Kosygin in June  
1968. Th is  letter has been published by Andre  Deutsch under  
the t i t le  Progress, Coexistence ancl In te llectual Freedom. A 
roneoed version is available through  A L R  on application. 
(20 cents plus postage 5 cents. Post free to A L R  subscribers.)
I L IST E N E D  w ith interest to the rep o rt of Com rade Froloff about 
the perspective for work for the m agazine Questions of Philosophy, 
because of his well tim ed question of the fu tu re  developm ent of 
(he ideology underly ing ou r socialist society. I th ink  th a t we in  
the Academ y of Sciences insufficiently value the significance ot 
the philosophical questions of ou r era.
T h e  fu tu re  h istorian  will, no doub t, exam ine o u r century as a 
struggle between two systems of organisation of society. T h is 
struggle is taking place in  several fields; economic, political and 
ideological. T h e  developm ent of ou r state for half a century follow­
ing the O ctober revolution  has shown th a t the socialist system of 
society is fully viable. C om paring it w ith  the most highly developed 
capitalist system, the USA, one can affirm w ith com plete objectivity, 
th a t in  the basic fields of m aterial an d  cu ltu ra l developm ent, for 
exam ple, in  pub lic  education, in  the developm ent of science and 
defence capacity, bo th  countries have now  achieved approxim ately 
identical levels. T h e  only field in  w hich we still lag behind is that 
of industrial-technical developments. Fundam entally , this is caused 
by the fact tha t the productiv ity  of lab o u r in  the USSR has still 
not reached the level of the USA. In  any case, in studying the 
direction towards higher levels of o u r industria l production, the 
sim ilarity of the two systems — socialist and  capitalist — as bases 
for the developm ent of the m aterial cu ltu re  of society, now becomes 
obvious.
In  such circumstances the question is now m ore and m ore a 
struggle betw een the ideological fundam entals on w hich these two 
systems are developed. Philosophy defines these ideological p rin ­
ciples as they are expressed betw een the ind iv idual and  society. As 
is known, a t the foundation  of the ideology of capitalist society 
lies, in  the first place, the am bition  of the ind iv idual for m aterial 
welfare. A t the foundation  of socialist ideology is the aspiration
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to develop all society in  its entirety , and the all-sided developm ent 
of the personality appears as a necessary condition for this. T h e re ­
fore in  socialist society, creative and  aesthetic qualities of the 
personality are highly valued  and society aspires to  develop 
them . T h e  contradictions in  the a ttitude  to the ind iv idual in  bo th  
forms of society are the essence of the ideological struggle of these 
two systems. T hanks to  the cu rren t scientific-technical revolution, 
bo th  societies are now able to achieve fu ll m ateria l welfare, irrespec­
tive of the principles on w hich public economy is developed. In  
these circumstances th a t social structure will be the m ore progressive 
where the sp iritual qualities of the individual develop m ost fully; 
to the extent th a t this is the basis for m an’s fullest existence.
It is well know n th a t in  recent years a revolutionary  m ovem ent 
of a mass character has grow n up  in  capitalist countries, especially 
am ong young people.
T h is m ovem ent is developing in  all the m ost advanced capitalist 
countries and  students appear as its leaders. T h e  forces giving 
rise to this m ovem ent are still not fully understood, b u t it  is already 
established th a t this m ovem ent is not sparked by dissatisfaction 
w ith  the m aterial conditions of the ind iv idual in  society. I t  is 
d irected  towards a change in  those ideological conditions in  cap­
italist society w ith w hich the ind iv idual has to contend  in  his life 
and  work. By such m eans, the advanced forces in  capitalist coun­
tries w ithout any influence from  outside, spontaneously pose the 
question of the need to re-exam ine the ideology on w hich capitalist 
society is based.
Along w hat p a th  w ill this re-exam ination travel? W ho w ill create 
th a t program  of reconstruction w hich the advanced p a rt of 
society will accept, and  w hich will lead it correctly to the progress 
of hum anity? Obviously, i t  w ill be decided in  the process of ideo­
logical struggle betw een various philosophies —  a struggle which 
has already begun and  is quickly developing.
M ust we take p a rt openly in  this struggle? W h at m ust be our 
role in  this struggle? D oubtless the ideas and principles underlying 
the construction of com m unist society, as presented by M arxism, 
are the  only ones w hich can d irect this struggle in  the rig h t direction.
T h is  is now adm itted  by the advanced section of hum anity . At 
present a search is going on for the  concrete ways to m ost effectively 
develop this revolutionary  movem ent. T h is search occurs in  the 
process of struggle betw een the ideologies of new form ations, such as 
for exam ple, M arcuse. T rotskyists take p a rt in  the struggle and 
G araudy and others w ho are ideologically closer to us.
W e m ust no t be frigh tened  to adm it tha t we are ideologically 
isolated from  this revolu tionary  process, and  th a t in  practice, our
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influence is absent. T h is is not norm al. I t  stands in  contradiction 
to  the fact of the very successful existence of ou r socialist society that 
the exam ple of ou r society cannot influence this revolutionary move­
m ent.
H ow  can we most effectively take p a rt in  these revolutionary 
processes, taking place in capitalist society? W hy has this isolation 
occurred? A pparently , it  happened  because, du ring  all these years, 
o u r fundam enta l efforts were concentrated  only on the in troduction  
of the principles of socialism th rough  the developm ent of ou r public 
economy and  no t also on the necessary developm ent of ou r ideology. 
T h is has led to stagnation, w hich has already been discussed more 
than  once. Now, in  order no t to lag beh ind  in  the developm ent 
of advanced thought, and taking in to  account the repercussions of 
the cu rren t world-wide scientific-technical revolution, we m ust raise 
the level of our social sciences.
T herefore, we in  the Academy of Sciences m ust value highly the 
aspirations of the editorial staff of the m agazine Questions of Philos­
ophy  in  p rom oting  the developm ent of philosophy, and in  particu lar 
of having the aim  to exert an  in fluence on the developm ent of 
the social though t of the now cu rren t revolutionary m ovem ent in 
capitalist countries.
B ut in  order to exert this influence, we m ust take p a rt in  the 
ideological struggle occurring there. In  this struggle, ou r philos­
ophers w ill have to  perform  on an  equal footing, the same as our 
sportsm en do. It is necessary to  say th a t o u r ideologists w ill lose 
the privilege w hich they have in  o u r country, where the censor 
preserves them  w ith  care from  contrary  views. In  the im pending 
struggle, this will no t be so. T h e re  all w ill be judged by open 
:riteria.
As is well known, the clash of views is the basis of developm ent 
of any creative work. An exam ple of the  fear of our social scientists 
of this clash is their a ttitude  to  the well know n article of academician 
A. D. Sakharov. O ne of the question  raised in  this article touches 
on those principles on w hich the m u tua l relations of capitalism  
and  socialism m ust be founded in  order th a t nuclear war, which 
w ould doubtless end  in  a w orld catastrophe, will be avoided.
T h is  question is exceptionally im p o rtan t in  present conditions, 
because its correct solution w ill determ ine the possibility of existence 
of all hum anity. I t  is known tha t Sakharov’s article was thoroughly 
analysed abroad  in  the most diverse stra ta  of society w hen both 
supporters and  opponents of his proposals m ade the question of 
the m u tua l relations of the two systems a m atter of public discussion.
It is obvious tha t only in  the process of discussion <;an a vital 
solution be found to the questions posed. In  the circumstances it
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is qu ite  understandable  why ou r ideologists, up  to this tim e, have 
ignored an exam ination  of the questions raised by Sakharov bu t 
only by having a clear-cut and well-grounded solution to these ques­
tions can we exert an ideological influence on the revolutionary 
developm ent of society now beginning in  the cap italist camp. O ther­
wise from  being an advanced country we will re tu rn  to the position 
of a backward one.
I therefore propose th a t the presidium  support the program  
advanced by the new edito ria l staff of the m agazine Questions of 
Philosophy, to the ex ten t th a t this program  has the aim  of raising 
its in te rna tiona l influence, and  the presidium  of the  Academy of 
Sciences should m ake available m ore tim e for the consideration of 
philosophical questions central to the ideological basis of the b u ild ­
ing  of socialist society.
A t present, on the presidium , this them e is in  practice absent 
from  our scientific reports. I t  is necessary to change, and I  consider 
it expedient to  start w ith  the exam ination of the basic questions 
posed in  the article of Academ ician Sakharov.
FR O M  T H E  SAKHAROV L E T T E R
T H E  DIVISION of m ankind  threatens it w ith destruction. Civilisation 
is im perilled by: a universal therm onuclear war, catastrophic hunger 
for most of m ankind, stupefaction from the narcotic of "mass cu ltu re ,” 
and bureaucratised dogm atism , a spreading of mass m yths th a t p u t 
entire  peoples and continents under the power of cruel and treacherous 
demagogues, and destruction  o r degeneration from the unforeseeable 
consequences of swift changes in  the conditions of life on  our planet.
T H E  SECOND BASIC TH ESIS is th a t intellectual freedom is essential 
to hum an society — freedom  to obtain  and d istribu te  inform ation, 
freedom for open-m inded and unfearing debate and freedom from 
pressure by officialdom and  prejudices. Such a trin ity  of freedom  of 
thought is the  only guarantee  against an infection of people by mass 
myths, which, in  the  hands of treacherous hypocrites and demagogues, 
can be transform ed in to  bloody dictatorship. Freedom  of th o ugh t is 
the only guarantee of the feasibility of a scientific dem ocratic approach 
to politics, economy, and culture.
But freedom of though t is under a trip le th rea t in m odern society — 
from the opium  of class culture, from cowardly, egotistic and narrow ­
m inded ideologies, and  from the ossified dogmatism of a  bureaucratic  
oligarchy and its favorite weapon, ideological censorship. T herefore, 
freedom of thought requires the defence of all th ink ing  and honest 
people. T h is is a m ission no t only for the  in telligentsia b u t for all 
s tra ta  of society, particu larly  its most active and organised stratum , 
the working class. T h e  worldwide dangers of war, famine, cults of 
personality, and bureaucracy — these are perils for all of m ankind.
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Thomson UNDERSTANDING 
McLUHAN
A n analysis from a marxist s tandpoint of Marshall McLn-  
han’s theory of the 7nass communication media by a lecturer 
in Psychology at the University of Sydney.
M A R SH A LL M cLU H A N  proposes a socio-histoi ical theory of 
com m unication m edia, th a t is, a theory w hich purports to explain 
the transform ations undergone by societies of all kinds th roughout 
all previous epochs up  to  and inc lud ing  the present, in  terms 
of the historically transform ing powers of the m edia of com m uni­
cation.
T h is theory is perhaps best sum m arised and  synthesised in 
M cL uhan’s Understanding Media: T h e  Extensions of Man. He 
presents his theory in  “mosaic” ra th e r  than  “linear” form, th a t is, 
he operates somewhat in  the m anner of a television news docum ent­
ary producer bu ild ing  up, b it by b it, a graphic, visual, almost 
“ tactile” p ic tu re  of some segment of historical reality; no t in  the 
m anner of an au th o r developing a carefully reasoned verbal argu­
m ent in  term s of facts and  figures. L ike the film producer, M cLuhan 
takes for g ran ted  all sorts of propositions w hich w ould first of all 
need to be thoroughly docum ented and  argued ou t before one could 
go along w ith his im pressionistic style of com m unicating his version 
of the history of social com m unication and  of the socially trans­
form ing powers of the com m unication m edia. For exam ple, no th ing  
m uch is said by M cLuhan of the relative m erits of his own theory, 
w hich m ore or less writes off the questions of ow nership and control 
of these m edia as issues of little  im portance.
A lthough M cLuhan is an irresponsible and adventurist rom an- 
ticiser of social history, w ith as little  concern to  d istinguish the 
factual from  the facetious as the m ost cynical M adison Avenue 
huckster, he may yet nevertheless, w hether he cares or not, some­
times be saying some things about the social role of m edia history 
w hich are bo th  new and  true, and  w hich may explain  his im pact 
on, for exam ple, elem ents of the New Left, who are by no means 
suckers for the M adison Avenue line.
Essentially M cL uhan argues tha t th roughou t hum an history to 
date successive expansions of the p roduction  bases of societies have 
been com parable to an extension of the m usculature of m ankind.
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However, the effect on m ank ind  itself of increasingly standardised 
production m ethods and  commodity-based cultures has been “frag­
m enting”, “de-tribalising”, and  “explosive”. I t  has ended in  fact in 
a v irtua l e lim ination  of com m unal consciousness an d  in  the a liena­
tion of m an from  his ow n subjective choice possibilities (he no 
longer has the capacity to  propose projects to  him self w hich will 
be m eaningful to him). I t  has alienated him  from  his objective 
role in  society (he does no t see the po in t in  w hat h e  is doing 
and  may as well stop do ing  it  as continue) and  from  society itself 
(he does no t see any p a tte rn  in  his society, he does no t see it 
em bodying any values, he does no t see i t  as going anywhere, he 
does no t care if it is —  he is normless, drifting, listless, powerless).
M cL uhan goes on  to argue tha t the increasingly frenzied drive 
towards h igher levels of p roduction  has taken on  a dialectically 
an tithe tic  quality  w hich could only be re-synthesised by the advent 
of electronic technology (computers, autom ation, television, etc.). 
If he were a m arxist he w ould say tha t this stage is precisely 
th a t of negating the contradictory  thesis of fragm entation, de-tribal- 
isation and “explosion”. As he expresses it we are now  in  the 
stage of synthesis, w herein  the continuation  of such technological 
an d  social progress begins to  assume the form  of an  extension of 
m an ’s nervous system, includ ing  the sense organs. T h is  new, 
synthesising stage, M cL uhan  w ould say, arrived w ith  “in s tan t” 
technology, th a t is, w ith  the discovery and practical app lica tion  of 
physical processes w hich take place at the  speed of light. Early, and  
relatively simple, exam ples of this w ould be the discovery of 
electricity and  m agnetism , the developm ent of a form al theory of 
electrom agnetism  in  physics, and  the invention of electrical lighting, 
telegraphic com m unication, telephony, and so on.
D uring  this phase of “neural extension”, the assembly-line 
standardisation  of work, fragm enting and a lienating  the w orker’s 
personality, begins to  yield to  the flexibly program m ed routines 
of autom ated processes w hich in  this final phase — negation  of 
the negation — will progressively develop the synthesis of M an 
given back to  him self as “in teg ra l” M an, whose consciousness is 
in  tune with, bu t no t dom inated  and contro lled  by, the  p roduction  
processes of his work. A t this stage the w orker no longer has 
to  en ter in to  relations of p roduction  in  the role of servant to  the 
m achine, w hich his m aster owns, bu t as p a rtn e r in  a process of 
in tegrated  control of in fo rm ation  flow. T h e  control of the means 
of production  could be centralised in  the hands of a rich  and 
pow erful few, b u t no t control of the means of com m unication. 
T h u s  because of the altogether transform ed n a tu re  of the  relations 
of p roduction  b rough t abou t by the revolu tionary  qualita tive  
change on the capital equ ipm ent side of the forces of production , 
the worker is no  longer seen as exploited an d  a lienated  in  his
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work, b u t involved in  some universally recognised form  of collective 
ow nership and  control (a newer and  higher stage of the“m anagerial 
revo lu tion”?) w ith the to tality  of his society in  the production  of 
w ealth  and  abundance.
B ut not merely that. A bundance brings the ready satisfaction of 
sheer m ateria l needs to  such an ex ten t th a t M an’s consciousness 
is no  longer dom inated  by the “h o t” ’ motives of com petition  for 
scarce resources; his involvem ent, becom ing m ore “transcendental”, 
“o rien ta l”, and  expressing his true existential possibilities for being, 
no  longer the  being of a sheer beast of burden , takes on a detached, 
pa tterned , “cool” quality, w hich M cL uhan takes to  be m ore charac­
teristic of oriental modes of consciousness. (Inside N orth  Vietnam? 
Am ongst the Chinese comrades or the R ed Guards?) I t  is more 
likely th a t when M cLuhan says “o rien ta l” he is th ink ing  of 
phenom ena such as Flower Power, the la te r Beatles, the M aharishi, 
etc., in  a context of qu ite  advanced —  and  com m ercial — occidental 
society. T h is is the sort of sim plistic inexactitude tha t M cLuhan 
indulges in. B ut th a t does not m ean we can dismiss the under­
lying  idea th a t he has here.
M aterialism  gives way to  form alism , grim  social realism  to a form 
of “fun  rom anticism ”, no t m erely in  the w ork and  m arket relations 
bu t in  relations th roughou t the whole of social and  personal life. 
W ith  the freeing of M an’s intellect from  the fetters of m aterial 
needs, consciousness in-and-for itself comes to  transcend action 
and  develop towards the “psychedelic” norm  of “cool”, “o rien ta l­
ised”, b u t re-vitalised and “re-tribalised’ involvem ent w ith his own 
and  o thers’ lives. T h is stage of increasingly rap id  resynthesis of 
m an ’s n a tu re  and  personality w ith  h is social world is M cL uhan’s 
“im plosion” stage, heralded after m any m illenn ia  of m echanical 
"explosion” of society and  personality  by the discovery of a 
totally  new form  of p roduction  base, electronic technology.
T hus, to  summarise, the original long-draw n-out phase of “explos­
io n ” of m an ’s consciousness and  social relationships corresponded to 
the historical necessity of continuous increase of industria l p roduc­
tion  th rough  accum ulation of industria l capital, and  later finance- 
capital. M cL uhan treats the concept of m oney qu ite  in telligently  
as developing new forms and  tendencies w ith  the advance of 
society, indeed as evolving towards the form  of a silent com m uni­
cation and  control system influencing and  transform ing to  an 
increasing ex ten t the natu re  and  directions of flow and  processing 
of m ateria l goods in  the world. Firstly m oney was of necessity 
just one o ther form  of m aterial com m odity; la ter as “cred it” it 
began to exert som ething like m echanical power, th a t is it  increased 
the resources im m ediately w ith in  the grasp  of the  en trepreneur; 
finally for the m odern  industria l m agnates and  finance-capitalists
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it has become a very highly refined and subtle behind-the-scenes 
com m unication-control system w hich affects the lives of us all in  
ways which M cL uhan th inks resemble the “cooling”’ effects of 
television. In  the affluent society money — or lack of it! —  is a less 
than  tangible phenom enon, he  argues. M cLuhan th en  goes on to 
argue, however, th a t this developm ent of in tang ib ility  am ounts to 
a substantial d ilu tion  of capitalism! He seems to  have the idea 
that because big businessm en can go m errily  on w riting  dud  
cheques w ithout being pu lled  u p  for a long tim e, an d  th en  only 
mildly, the rest of us are in  this happy position  too. Clearly 
M cLuhan has no conception of the existence of class, and  simply 
does not realise th a t dressing u p  the money values an d  com m er­
cialised standards of com m odity capitalism  in  com m unication- 
contro l jargon does no t by any m eans banish  the spook of class 
exploitation. L ike the ghost of B anquo, th is blood-stained spook 
simply refuses to leave the m erry revellers’ feasting table in  response 
to a cheery pat on  the back from  a bourgeois apologist like 
M cLuhan.
However, there is qu ite  some discernm ent in  the n o tio n  tha t 
the long-drawn-out phase of “extension of m usculature”, th a t is, 
increase in  econom ic p roduction  capacity by m eans of sheer m ech­
anical power, b rought “explosive” effects —  in ternationally , in  
the form  of capitalist wars, psychologically in  the  form  of alienation  
of the workers, fragm entation  of th e ir personalities, an d  indeed of 
th e ir very lives.
T h e  m ore rap id ly  developing phase of “im plosion” (tha t is, 
concentration  and  in tegration) of m an ’s consciousness an d  social 
in te rna tiona l relations, corresponds to  the “negation of the nega­
tio n ” of m an; th a t is, the re-synthesis of m an, b rough t about by 
the necessity to increase production  beyond previous physical 
lim its by the exp lo ita tion  of au tom ated control processes, in  o ther 
words, by a phenom enon tan tam o u n t to an extension of m an ’s 
nervous system and  sense organs. (W hen M cL uhan  says “T h e  
m edium  is the message”, he appears to m ean th a t the message 
for the m odern genera tion  in  any society is this change in  
em phasis from  “means of p ro duc tion” to  “m eans of com m unication”, 
or m edia, as the fundam enta l source of different possible life-styles 
and  life chance.) M cL uhan sometimes h in ts  a t an  u ltim ate  
phase in  w hich new contradictions arise and are involved in  a new, 
b u t th is tim e positive explosion of m an’s creative forces. For this 
tim e the “explosion” w ill be purely one of creative consciousness. 
T h a t  is, i t  will transcend all considerations of m ateria l production , 
these having now  become irrelevant to  the achievem ent of dignity, 
wisdom and happiness, because m achines now  do  the hackwork 
for the brain , no t m erely for the muscles of m an. T h is  stage 
w ould also spell the  "end  of ideology” since all econom ic systems
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w ould be perfectly flexible and there w ould be no m ore po in t in 
ihe exp lo ita tion  of m an by man.
“O r w ould there?” one is p rom pted  to ask. T h e  advent of 
electronics and  autom ation processes may speed up  m an ’s p roduc­
tivity to  unim agined levels, b u t th is does no t necessarily b ring  about 
qualitative, o r even m arked quan tita tive, changes in  the forms of 
this p roduction , or the share of the masses in  it. T hus, industria l 
productivity , along w ith m ank ind ’s to ta l m aterial wealth, increased 
enorm ously between the invention of the p o tte r’s wheel and  the 
inven tion  of the steam engine. W ere the workers caught up  in  
the Industria l R evolution, together w ith  their families and children, 
substantially  b e tter off therefore th an  the slaves who to iled to  bu ild  
the Pharaohs’ pyramids? M cL uhan may therefore be justly  criticised 
for the tendency to  envisage historical change as occurring of itself 
in  a positive and  progressive way.
T h e  p o in t rem ains th a t “im plosion” notw ithstanding, the p rob­
lems of ow nership and control, and  hence of explo ita tion  of m an 
by m an, rem ain  to h a u n t the “electrom ag”’ society and  its relations 
of p roduction . T h e  speed-up in  productive efficiency and  especially 
the flow of social com m unication th rough  the m edia, does not  neces­
sarily enforce a m ore egalitarian  sharing  of profits. In  fact, as the 
present w riter suggested in  a rep o rt to  the  A ustralian  Psychological 
Society, the mass m edia m onopoly tendencies of capitalist societies 
actually  in troduce  qualitatively  different m ethods of extracting 
surplus-value, by the explo itation  of m an as consumer.
In  this article the currently  o rthodox  sociological theory tha t 
the mass m edia leadership in  a capitalist society does no t w ield any 
pow erful politico-economic influence was challenged on  a num ber 
of grounds. For exam ple, bo th  laboratory  and  field studies have 
shown tha t under appropriate  conditions even non-m onopoly p ro ­
paganda an d  persuasion can be exercised effectively. In  any case, 
the no tio n  th a t mass m edia control in  a capitalist society is non- 
m onopolistic and publicly  responsible is qu ite  fallacious. I t  is 
merely tha t great pains are taken  by the mass m edia spokesmen 
to project such an image.
A m odel of social learn ing  was suggested to exp lain  the m ech­
anism by means of w hich nowadays the increasingly privatised 
individual is m an ipu la ted  to adopt reflexly and  unconditionally  the 
values of capitalism . According to  th is m odel there are basically 
three stages to the process of persuasive indoctrination : (a) exposure- 
conditioning, (b) conform ity-inculcation, (c) m aterial-rew ard m oti­
vation. T h e  response-sequences to be learned by the consum er 
are, correspondingly: (a) novelty and  arousal-seeking, (b) norm- 
conform ity rehearsal, w ith  “d en ia l” of conflicting stim uli, (c) pur- 
chasing-consum m ation.
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T h is  model im plies a re-application of the surplus-value theory 
in the context of relations of distribution. Instead  of a rake-off 
going to the capitalist p rim arily  in  terms of a legalistically enforced 
garnishee on the w orker’s wages, the process now involves a per­
m anent, systematically app lied  short-changing of the consumer. 
But in  fact worker and  consum er are one and  the same individual; 
hence noth ing  fundam ental is changed under “libera l” captalism ; 
•it is merely th a t com m unity  resources are surreptitiously  tapped 
off from  a different stage in  the exchange cycle.
in  Australia, a sem i-planned Keynesian economy m erely holds 
the most obvious abuses of capitalism  in abeyance for the tim e 
being. However, the  capitalist has found, in  the mass persuasion 
of the individual as consum er in  this century, a m ore convenient sub­
stitu te  for the now altogether too explosive strategy of mass coercion 
of the individual as worker. T h is  is possible because the cap italist has 
finally succeeded in  form idably  centralising the means of social 
com m unication, over and  above the means of d is trib u tio n  — and, 
of course, production . T h e  same old expansionist and  exploitative 
goals are still relentlessly pursued by the capitalist, b u t he now 
pursues them, for preference, by exploiting  his massively centralised 
m eans of social com m unication to  ensure th a t the ind iv idual in 
society learns behaviour patterns which rew ard the ind iv idual a 
little, and the capitalist a great deal more. T h e  privatised, uno rgan ­
ised consumer is exploited  qu ite  cynically, like an  obligingly lifeless 
puppet, yet comes to o b ta in  absolutely no insight in to  this process 
because his social a lienation  has proceeded far beyond th a t of 
the n ineteen th  century  worker, who was at the very least aware 
of the existence and  grosser effects of antagonistic class relations.
T h e  m ethod of m an ipu la tion  is m urderously sim ple and  effective. 
A ll lines of social com m unication are straddled  by the capitalist 
press and  its adjuncts, w ith  a resu lting  fractionation  of the in te lli­
gentsia, the means of production  of free expression being w ithheld 
a t pleasure from  all except the cap italist’s own hirelings, spokesmen 
an d  stooges. Free speech in  the com m unity is thus m uch  m ore 
seriously endangered th an  it would be by attem pts a t b la tan t 
political proscription. Yet the above may overrate the degree of 
solidarity and  infa llib ility  of the architects of mass persuasion 
w orking through m edia bo th  “cool” and  “h o t” on behalf of power 
factions in  the ru lin g  class.
M cL uhan’s concept of “im plosion”, or the contraction  of m an ’s 
social w orld today to the dimensions of one big village, was 
dram atically  exem plified by the support for the leadership of the 
Com m unist Party  of Czechoslovakia by contro lling  and  supporting  
elem ents of the mass m edia in  tha t country d u rin g  the recent very 
regrettable phase of arm ed in terven tion  by the W arsaw  Pact powers.
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M uch of w hat M cL uhan has to say is sound enough if taken on 
this large scale. In  detail, however, he makes up  his own history 
to suit himself, and  this is no light fault.
Also, w riting  from  his privileged, disengaged, almost facetious 
po in t of view, he continually  gives the  im pression tha t he thinks 
ideas, no t m en, m ake history. In  this way he is tacitly as subject­
ivist an d  anti-realist as Hegel himself. If M arx stood Hegel on 
his head, as he said, then  M cLuhan has stood M arx on his head in  
tu rn  in  in te rp re tin g  the social role and  history of social com m uni­
cation and  its institu tions in  an  array of clever half-truths and 
subjectivist speculations. Indeed, one w ould be tem pted to  say 
th a t M cLuhanism  is m arxism  rew ritten  as farce. T here  is a sense 
in  w hich this w ould be no joke, b u t a simple, literal tru th . At 
the same time, to look on the positive side, m uch of w hat M cLuhan 
has to say will make m uch better sense if we m entally “stand 
M cLuhan on his head”, in his tu rn .
For w hat M cLuhan is saying, really, is th a t the present epoch is 
one of po ten tia l (M cLuhan him self w ould say “inevitable”) re­
synthesis of m an ’s personality. H e assumes th a t this process of 
“im plosion” cannot fall short of u n itin g  m ankind  peacefully.
In  fact, M cL uhan is saying im plicitly  th a t the sheer existence of 
electronic m edia (television, com puters, au tom ation  processes, etc.) 
enjo in  u p o n  elites the necessity to  upgrade the level of social and 
technical tra in in g  gran ted  to  the masses. For exam ple, the mass 
m edia owners have had  to support, and  indeed encourage, policies 
of educating  the masses to adequate levels of no t only alphabetical 
b u t also social literacy. Nowadays they are obliged to  seek con­
stantly h igher levels of “consumer-readership-listenership-viewer- 
sh ip” train ing, just as the earlier cap italists were obliged to tra in  
the workers to at least m inim al levels of basic trades skills —  thus 
in  bo th  cases inevitably  raising the levels of po ten tia l social aware­
ness, an d  finally of political and  historical consciousness.
W ith  this increase in  levels of social awareness, M cL uhan  reasons, 
m an ’s involvem ent in  social problem s becomes “cooler” (that is, less 
em otional b u t m ore intellectual probing) and  m ore of a “mosaic” 
k ind (tha t is, m ore precisely patterned , less ideologically fixed bu t 
adhering  m ore closely to personal, social and  m aterial reality). 
T h a t is, he comes to  see social problem s in  a m ore com plex way 
than  the industria l w orking class d id  a cen tury  ago. T h is  is indeed 
objectively necessary for him , inasm uch as no t only re lations of 
production  bu t all social, economic an d  political relations have 
developed to  h igher levels of com plexity in  the in tervening  years.
I t does m ean, though, tha t undifferen tia ted  em otional appeals 
and  slogans are now anachronistic and  inappropria te . For the 
industria l worker of two, three, four o r m ore generations ago, the
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realities of social exp lo ita tion  and  class antagonism s were simple, 
harsh  and stark. T o  agitate the masses d u ring  tha t phase it  was of 
first im portance to concentrate on the broad general outlines of the 
m ighty problem s w hich loom ed ahead of the p ro le taria t and  their 
leaders at tha t stage of the class struggle.
Nowadays, however, a great deal m ore logical detail, strategic 
p lann ing  and tactical finesse is necessary — or so most w ould  agree. 
So M cLuhan is saying som ething correct and  im p o rtan t w hen he 
in terp rets historical processes as radically transform ed in  the age 
of electronic com m unication. So tha t old slogans and  catch-cries do 
n o t grip w ith, say, h ippies o r New Left elem ents — or th ink ing  
people in  the com m unity generally — simply because objectively 
things are just no t th a t simple any more. T h is  t ru th  is also 
reflected subjectively in  the political consciousness of potentially  
vanguard elements. T h ey  w ant, no less th an  d id  the industria l 
w orking class a century ago, justice, equality, and the liqu idation  
of all forms of privilege and  exploitation. B ut they know, partly  
because of school and  technical tra in ing  and  partly  also because 
of th e ir tra in in g  as mass m edia consumers, th a t the  m ost sincere, 
honest and im passioned repe tition  of progressive slogans suitable to 
a previous epoch is no substitu te  for realistic analysis and  p lanning  
for progressive action.
T h u s  the increased flow of com m unication and  in fo rm ation  tends 
to project new possibilities for progressive social change and 
structural reform , to heighten  the level of consciousness for resolu­
tion  of social contradictions, to w iden the scope of struggle for 
hum an  freedom and  dignity. I t  is true th a t M cL uhan does not 
see all these im plications of his theory, or does no t choose to 
com m ent on them. H is conception of history is no t one of struggle 
a t all, w hether class struggle or otherwise, b u t ra th e r  th a t of a 
m ere game, and  indeed a game w herein oneupm ansh ip  repays the 
best dividends. B ut w hat is im portan t is th a t those w ho wish 
to  link  consciousness w ith  action should consider M cL uhan’s concept 
of “im plosion” m ore deeply in  re la tion  to the changing param eters 
an d  necessities of the class struggle today. “Im plosion” almost 
certainly does in troduce new contradictions of a fundam enta l kind 
in  all societies, b u t the m ere existence of these w ill not, as M cLuhan 
seems to think, autom atically  b ring  in to  effective being re-tribalised 
society and in tegral m an. It is necessary for progressive elements 
to  organise new form s of action to  take advantage of these “im plos­
ive” possibilities. As rem arked earlier, to  m ake effective use of 
M cLuhan one has to  stand  h im  on his head first. For M cLuhan 
accepts qu ite  com placently the old subjectivist view tha t ideas make 
history. For a m arxist, this m ust be M cL uhan’s basic weakness, 
since ideas in  fact do no t and  cannot make ou r history for us.
We m ust m ake it  ourselves.
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Roger E. H. CARR, ST AT,IN 
Coates AND TROTSKY
In this two part essay the author, a post-graduate history 
student, discusses the historical m ethod  and theory of the 
eminent historian E. H . Carr in relation to the struggle 
between Stalin and Trotsky in the early years of the Soviet 
State.
H. C A R R  is best known for his History of Soviet Russia, the 
first three volumes of w hich have been published  by Penguin,  
bu t he has also w ritten  on the philosophy of history. In  1961 he 
gave the George M acaulay Trevelyan M em orial lectures a t Cam ­
bridge U niversity on the them e What is History? In  these lectures 
C arr placed great stress on the im portance of historical causation. 
Some historians and  philosophers consider causation of little im p o rt­
ance in  history. R . G. Collingwood, an  im p o rtan t philosopher of 
history, for instance, regards the essence of history to  be the thought 
th a t lies beh ind  events and  tha t to discuss this is sufficient to 
explain  w hat happened  in  history.1 H erbert Butterfield, Professor 
of H istory a t Cam bridge, has said th a t all an h isto rian  can do to 
explain  events is to  am plify the detail in  o rder to establish greater 
concreteness.2 O n the o ther hand, C arr asserts th a t causation is the 
very basis of history: “T h e  study of history is a study of causes.”3
In  this article there is an exam ination  of C arr’s m odel of 
historical causation and its relevance to  one of the central issues 
dealt w ith  in  his History of Soviet Russia: the factional struggle of 
1923-4, w hich m ight be referred to  in  a short-hand way as the 
Stalin-Trotsky struggle. T h is is a p o in t of some interest; it  lends 
itself to a consideration of C arr’s m ethodology, in  particu lar the 
degree of success he achieved in  p u ttin g  theory in to  practice in  a 
specific historical work. C arr’s p resen tation  of the causes of the 
in tra-party  struggle offers a suitable test of his ideas on historical 
causation.
C arr’s views may be expressed thus. H e attaches g reat im portance 
io causation in  history. M an’s actions are no t pre-determ ined; nor 
is anything and everything possible in  hum an  affairs. H um an  
actions have a cause or causes, b u t an  ind iv idual is m orally 
responsible for his or her personality. I t  is  the h isto rian ’s task 
to uncover the causes of w hat happened  in  the past. In  doing this 
the h istorian  works through exp lanation  hypotheses, b u t the final 
test of the validity  of a hypothesis is an  em pirical one. In  consid­
ering possible causes the h istorian  will consider a m ultip lic ity  of
60
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW Aiigiist-Sept ember, 1(10!)
causes; he will, however, rank  them  in  some sort ot o rder ot im port­
ance. In  doing this he will be governed by an  end-in-view which 
will be largely influenced by the values he brings to the subject 
m atter under consideration. T h e  historian  will seek to reduce the 
com plexity of history to  order an d  he will seek to sim plify his 
explanation  — to fix on the m ajor cause. H istorians do not 
assume that events are inevitable, bu t they are principally  concerned 
w ith  explain ing why one particu la r course ra th e r  than  ano ther was 
taken. “A ccident” o r “chance”’ affect history bu t it  is the h istor­
ia n ’s task to exam ine the causal sequences ra tionally  and  pick out 
the  causes w hich provide a basis for fru itfu l generalisation and  for 
the draw ing of conclusions.
It can be said im m ediately th a t C arr’s practice does no t measure 
u p  completely to  his theoretical model. As G. R. E lton has 
observed, in  a ra th e r hostile treatm en t of Carr's views, C an  's history 
of Soviet Russia is largely a narrative one; it is difficult at times 
to  find the causal th read .4 T h e  party  crisis a t the end of 1923 in 
w hich Trotsky and the opposition  were defeated is no t dealt w ith 
separately and  at no tim e does C arr offer a full exp lanation  hypo­
thesis. Partly this arises from  the nature  of C arr’s history. It 
is a m am m oth enterprise, and  is at the one tim e a history of the 
R ussian revolution  and  its developm ent, a history of the Russian 
Com m unist Party, a history of Soviet Russia’s re la tions w ith the 
world and  a history of the in ternational com m unist movement. 
C arr him self admits, m ore th a n  once, th a t it has got ou t of hand, 
and  yet there is a ra tionale  for each topic w hich is included .5
C arr sees Russia a t the h ea rt of a world revolu tion  so he feels 
obliged to w rite a history of Soviet Russia in  this way. At the 
same tim e he has created difficult m ethodological problem s which 
he hasn’t solved successfully. In  order to grasp how C arr sees the
I actional struggle of 1923 it  is necessary to range over the three 
volumes of T h e  Bolshevik R evolu tion  1917-1923, T h e  Interregnum  
1923-24, and  Socialism in One Country  1924-1926, volum e I, and  it 
is only in  the la tte r volum e tha t there is w hat one feels is an 
adequate a ttem pt at an exp lanation  sketch of the political struggle 
inside Russia. Nevertheless, scattered through the o ther volumes 
there is quite  a deal of causal analysis in  which C arr offers an  exp lan­
ation  of events.
For the purpose of this article a tten tion  is m ainly on the 
situa tion  u p  to and  includ ing  the th irteen th  party  conference which 
began on January  16, 1924. C arr believes this to be the crucial 
tu rn in g  poin t and  holds th a t the  th irteen th  congress four m onths 
la ter only com pleted T ro tsky ’s rou t and confirm ed the bank­
ruptcy of his p latform  and the eclipse of his au tho rity  in  the party." 
T h e  struggle against trotskyism  continued  th ro u g h  1924 and  1925 
and  eventually Zinoviev and  Kamenev found themselves at odds
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w ith S talin  and  they jo ined the opposition; b u t the m ain  im plica­
tions of the political struggle, w hich by the end  of th e  decade 
engulfed B ukharin , Rykov and  Tom sky too, h ad  become apparen t 
by the end  of 1923. So it is on  the defeat of T rotsky and  the 
opposition  in  1923 th a t we m ust concentrate.7
C arr’s account suggests a great n u m b er of causes. For conven­
ience they can be divided in to  groups. T h ere  are causes which 
can be described as historical, th a t is, they arose from  the specific 
Russian m ilieu: such things as the backwardness of R ussian life 
and the peculiar social differences of R ussian society. A part 
from  num erous scattered references C arr brings these causes under 
notice in  two chapters of Socialism in One Country, Vol. 1: “T h e  
Legacy of H istory’’ and  “Class and  P arty ”. H e states th a t the 
R ussian historical p a tte rn  had  three im p o rtan t consequences: first, 
a chronically  am bivalent a ttitu d e  to  western Europe; secondly, 
developm ent rested on the conception of “revolution  from  above”; 
and  th ird ly , a p a tte rn  not of orderly developm ent, b u t of spasmodic 
advances by fits and  starts. These factors influenced the develop­
m ent of social ditferences. Russia was now  m ore sharply than  
ever divided between “a society” w hich solaced itself for the back­
wardness of Russian life in  the contem plation  of western ideas 
and  the enjoym ent of the trappings of civilisation, and the “d a rk ” 
mass of the R ussian people p lunged  in  the im m em orial Russian 
trad itio n  of poverty and  ignorance.8 T h e  hot-house-like developm ent 
of Russia, particu larly  its industry, p roduced  the industria l m an­
ager, who from  the first was “ the adm inistrator, the organiser, the 
b u reaucra t,” and  the greatest p rop o rtio n  of the new generation 
of industria l workers, who were still peasants in  factory clothes. 
T h e  small p roportion  of m ore urbanised  and  sophisticated workers 
was dispersed by the exigencies of revolu tion  and  civil war, and  the 
balance was fu rth er upset by the early period  of the New  Economic 
Policy (NEP) under w hich heavy industry, in  which the w orker’s 
outlook an d  status diverged most from  the peasant, was neglected. 
Above all, there was the huge peasant mass w hich gave its char­
acteristic qualities to  Russia. R ussian society h ad  a highly self- 
conscious intelligentsia, bu t it  had  no  counter-part to  the western 
m iddle class.u
C arr sees the difference between the “westerners” an d  “easterners” 
as a basis of deep division. T h e  M ensheviks were “westerners” and 
the Bolsheviks “easterners”. T h e  M ensheviks, includ ing  Trotsky, 
attacked the Bolsheviks as Slavophil m arxists. A fter 1917 the same 
division affected the Bolsheviks and  tended  to  be reflected in  the 
differing em phasis given to the claims of agriculture and  industry. 
A t the tim e of the “scissors crisis” in  1923, the m ajority  were eager 
to m a in ta in  the status quo  and  let the  fu tu re  wait; the revival of 
heavy industry  m ust be postponed u n til  m ore p ropitious times. B ut
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the m inority, soon to be the “opposition”, approached the  “scissors 
crisis’’ from  the standpo in t of industry. O n this view, the  prim ary 
cause of the crisis was the failure of the revival of industry  to  keep 
pace w ith the revival of agriculture, and  the rem edy could only be 
to  come to  the a id  of industry, and prim arily  of heavy industry 
as its essential base.10
C arr traces this elem ent in  the p rincipal characters. T rotsky 
was the most “w estern” of the  Bolshevik leaders an d  the least 
specifically Russian. H e  idealised western E urope; ‘above all the 
Russia against w hich T ro tsky  reacted was the peasant Russia of 
his youth. T h e  m atu re  T ro tsky  was wholly u rb a n ’.11 O n  the o ther 
hand  of all the  early Bolshevik leaders S talin was singular in  the 
absence of significant “w estern” influence. A lone am ong them  
he had  never lived in  western Europe, and he n e ither read  no r 
spoke any western language. T hose who stood closest to  him  — 
Molotov, M ikoyan, Kaganovich, Kirov, Voroshilov, Kuibyshev — 
were as innocent as him self of any western background. As a polar 
opposite of Trotsky, S talin, in  spite of being a G eorgian, was not 
merely non-western b u t d istinctly  “R ussian” in  the narrow er sense. 
N o t only was he the m ost “Russian” of the early leaders, b u t he 
was outstanding  in  his low ra ting  of the local nationalism s of the 
form er Russian E m pire and  he was one of the engineers of the 
forced bolshevisation of his native G eorgia.12
N ot at all unre la ted  to  the western-eastern question lay a cu ltural 
difference which C arr emphasises as an im p o rtan t causal factor in 
the split of 1923. Ever since 1917 T ro tsky  h ad  cham pioned the 
cause of the specialists. L enin  generally gave his support. T hey 
bo th  asserted tha t the use of ex-officers in  the R ed  Army and 
technical experts and m anagers in  industry  was inescapable. In  
spite of dem ands for w orkers’ control and  the p ro le tarian  d ic ta to r­
ship, the im portance of one-m an m anagem ent in  adm inistra tion  
was upheld. Lenin constantly deplored the lack of cu ltu re  in  the 
handling  of business affairs. However, in  1922, 65 p er cent of the 
m anaging personnel were officially classified as “w orkers” an d  35 
per cent as “non-w orkers” (only one in  seven of these being party  
members); a year la te r these proportions h ad  been alm ost exactly 
reversed, only 36 per cent being “workers” and  64 p er cent "non- 
workers” of whom  nearly one-half were now  party  m em bers.13 
T h is  was a result of N EP and  a policy of encouraging form er 
bourgeois m anagers and  specialists to  jo in  the party, i.e. to  become 
“R ed  m anagers” o r “R ed industrialists.”
In  A pril 1923 a t the tw elfth  party  congress, T ro tsky  presented 
th e  central com m ittee repo rt on industry and  un d erlin ed  the role 
of “the d irector w ho strives for profits.”14 Theorists were well 
represented in  the opposition  and  they inc luded  some of the best
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economic brains in  the party. Most of the im portan t early Bol­
sheviks an d  Mensheviks, w ith the exception of Stalin, and  perhaps 
Zinoviev, were pre-em inently intellectuals and they were uneasy 
about any course of action w hich could no t be justified by theore t­
ical argum ent; in  this respect T ro tsky  had  a rem arkable facility 
and  for sheer force of intellect could hard ly  be m atched. O n  the 
o ther hand , for S talin  doctrine was subsidiary to  strategy and 
tactics. T ra in ed  in  a G eorgian sem inary for the orthodox priest­
hood, he showed a m arked distrust of too im aginative an  approach 
to  m atters of policy.1"’
T h e  position of the w orking class in  this setting is a paradox. 
In  a negative sense, C arr sees “ the d isin tegration  of the working 
class” as a cause of the split. T h e  R ussian w orking class was a new 
w orking class, small in  relation  to the to ta l popu la tion  and  a fairly 
fragile social form ation. T h e  stress of revolu tion  an d  civil war 
dep leted  the w orking class dram atically. By 1921-2 it  had  fallen 
to half its 1913 num bers; and  the wastage was heaviest am ong 
skilled workers. By the end of 1920 Petrogracl and  Moscow had  
lost abou t ha lf the ir popu lation .16 N o t only d id  the pro le taria t 
decline in  num bers b u t it lost its d istinctive character. “In  1923 
heavy industry, before the w ar the  m ain  occupation of the skilled 
and  class-conscious worker, had  still scarcely risen above the record 
low levels of 1920 an d  1921.”17 T h e  opposition  urged the m ajority  
to rectify the neglect of heavy industry  w ithou t w hich an  advance 
to  socialism could no t occur, bu t they saw the problem  as one of 
economics —  resources, finance, p lanning, efficiency, m anagem ent. 
T hey  d id  not seek allies in  trade un io n  circles and  the workers’ 
opposition groups, who approached the problem  as one of em ploy­
m ent, wages and  trade un ion  influence in  m anagem ent. In  p ar­
ticu lar the trade unions suspected Trotsky, w ho was the one 
po ten tia l leader of an “in d ustria l” opposition, because of his record 
as the protagonist of the m ilitarisation  of labor u n d er war com­
m unism , and  as the cham pion of the  “sta tisation” of the trade unions. 
In  the heat of the trade un ion  controversy in  Decem ber 1920 he 
rallied  to  the defence of bureaucracy on the score of the low 
political and  cu ltu ra l level of the masses; and  there was a wide gull 
between his convictions as a centraliser and  a p lanner in  economic 
organisation and the quasi-syndicalist views of the “w orkers” 
groups. A t the tw elfth party  congress in  A pril 1923 T ro tsky  not 
only looked forw ard w ith  relative equanim ity  to increased unem ­
ploym ent resu lting  from  the ra tionalisa tion  of industry  and  the 
dismissal of red u n d an t workers, bu t condoned the continuous dow n­
w ard pressure on wages as a necessary con tribu tion  to “socialist 
accum ulation .”18 I t was because of T ro tsky ’s stand on these issues 
th a t S talin was able, a t the th irteen th  P arty  conference, to  stigmatise 
T ro tsky  as the  “patriarch  of the bureaucrats .”19
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T h e  backwardness of Russian life rested on  poor technological 
developm ent and  low econom ic achievement. In  this lay a general 
economic cause. A dded to  the general backwardness was the great 
cost to the economy of the abnorm ality  from  1917 to 1921. W ith  
the in troduction  of N EP in M arch 1921 econom ic policy became 
an issue a round  w hich opposition crystallised. Differences on  m any 
points — finance, trade, prices, em ploym ent, wages, m anagem ent 
etc. — tended to revolve a round  the state of heavy industry. A gri­
culture, ru ra l and artisan  industry, even the consum er goods indus­
tries, revived b u t cap ita l goods-producing industries rem ained  stag­
nant. O pposition party  criticism  of economic policy was concerned 
w ith  the adverse effects of N EP on heavy industry , and  sought first 
and  foremost to m itigate these effects through an  extension of state 
subsidies — if necessary by curtailing  the benefits w hich N EP had  
conferred on the peasant by increasing the burdens on him . Trotsky, 
in  the w inter of 1922-23, became the spokesm an of industry  in  the 
Politburo, where he m ore than  once pressed the dem and for a more 
generous credit policy. T h is  was the situation  in  which the so-called 
“scissors crisis” developed. C arr treats it as an  im m ediate cause 
of the in tra-party  struggle.20
At. the tw elfth party  Congress in  A pril 1923, in  the  course of 
his report on industry  fo r the central com m ittee, T ro tsky  produced 
a diagram  which had  the appearance of an  open pair of scissors. 
From  a po in t of parity  w ith  1913 prices in  Septem ber 1922, indus­
tria l prices and  agricu ltural prices had increasingly diverged u n til 
they reached, in  M arch 1923, 140 per cent of the 1913 prices for 
industria l prices while ag ricu ltural prices had  sunk to  80 per cent. 
T h is  situation  had  come about because of the  p rim ing  of the con­
sum er goods industries w ith commercial cred it and  the drive for 
profits by the industria l syndicates w ith  a resu ltan t rise in  prices. 
T h e  economic picture  was com plicated by a currency reform  which 
set out to replace depreciated  roubles w ith gold-backed chervonets. 
U nder the im pact of N EP unem ploym ent rose rap id ly  from  a half 
m illion  in  Septem ber 1922 to  a m illion  and  a q u a rte r a t the end 
of 1923.21 A lthough at first largely confined to “Soviet workers” 
(i.e. clerical workers or o ther workers dismissed from  Soviet in stitu ­
tions), and the unskilled  casual labor of semi-peasants, it  eventually 
spread to the  factory workers as unsaleable goods p iled  up . An 
add itional factor co n trib u tin g  to the econom ic and  social crisis of 
1923 was the uncerta in  real value of money wages w hich fluctuated  
due to currency m an ipu la tion . Associated w ith  this were defaults 
in  wage paym ent. T h e  to ta l effect was a wave of strikes in  the 
sum m er of 1923.22
T h e  p lann ing  controversy can be looked at as a cause of the split, 
e ither economic or po litical or a b it of both . I t  can be related  
im m ediately to the state of heavy industry and  the argum ent about
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finance for industry; more especially it involved the debate about 
the organisation of G osplan — the state p lann ing  commission. 
P lann ing  was considered part of socialism and  the Bolsheviks 
argued abou t its application to Russia. Various arrangem ents which 
were m ade had  im plications for the  developm ent of a p lanned  
economy. In  February  1921 the governm ent set up  Gosplan. In  
A ugust Trotsky, who had  been increasingly occupied w ith economic 
questions since the end of the civil war, pu t forw ard a p lan  for 
an autonom ous G osplan w ith large powers. A t first L enin  resisted 
Trotsky, especially his proposals th a t G osplan should have legis­
lative powers and  tha t a deputy  president of the council of com­
missars should become president of G osplan. T h e n  at the end of 
D ecem ber 1922, when Lenin was becom ing increasingly concerned 
abou t several problem s abou t which, w hile recuperating  from  ill­
ness, he h ad  had  second thoughts, he suggested m eeting T ro tsky’s 
proposals half way. However, T ro tsky  had  no o ther supporters in 
the P o litbu ro  and  the reform  of G osplan was shelved. A t the tw elfth 
P arty  congress in  A pril 1923 both  T ro tsky ’s report an d  the resolu­
tion  presented bore clear signs of an  uneasy truce on fundam ental 
issues of econom ic policy.23
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Brian LATIN AMERICAN 
Aarons REVOLUTION
A review of the book R evolution  in  the R evolution  by Regis 
Debray (Penguin) presenting the main theoretical problems  
of the revolutions developing throughout Latin  America.
T he  author is a T u to r  in Physics at the University of N .S.W .
IN  T H E  U N F O R T U N A T E  yet perhaps unavoidable processes 
of fragm entation and re-alignm ent now taking place in  the world 
revolutionary m ovem ent, perhaps none are so tragic as those in 
the L atin  A m erican m ovem ent. Perhaps no nation  o r continent 
needs revolution, and therefore a un ited  and  strong revolutionary 
movement, as m uch as the twenty-one nations of this b ru ta lly1 
exploited continent, in  w hich 200 m illion hum an  beings act ou t a 
tragedy whose m ain  elem ents are starvation, underdevelopm ent, 
degradation of the hum an  spirit and  a m iserable existence for the 
vast m ajority  of the people.
Carlos Fuentes, a young M exican novelist, has described L atin  
America as a “collapsed feudal castle w ith  a cardboard  capitalistic 
facade”.2 T h e  facts are often quoted, bu t Fuentes gives them  an 
added im pact — he lists the following factors:
Continuous m onoproductive  dependence  —  in  most L atin  Ame­
rican countries one prim ary product accounts for m ore th an  50 per 
cent of exports.
A continuous system of “latifundio” whereby, in  Venezuela for 
instance, 3 per cent of the population  owns 90 per cent of the 
land.
Continuous underdevelopment  — under its present systems, L atin  
America cannot increase production  or use n a tu ra l resources at the 
rate requ ired  by the popu la tion  grow th —  in 1960 for instance, 
there was no increase in  per capita production.
Continuous political stagnation  — the con tinu ing  feudal structure, 
backed by armies paid  for by the US, denies the masses access 
to  education and  concentrates pow er in  the hands of landlords 
and  city capitalists.
Continuous general injustices e.g. 4 per cent of the L atin  A m eri­
can popu la tion  receives 50 per cent of the com bined national 
income.
Continuous dependence on foreign capital — a large p art of the 
L atin  Am erican economy does no t serve its own developm ent, 
being merely an extension of foreign economies, particularly  
th a t of the US, and  benefiting only those economies.
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In a rem arkable piece of w riting, Fuentes goes on to  show tha t 
more and  m ore L atin  Americans see revolu tion  as the way ou t of 
the ir problem s —  they are tired of the alliance for progress and 
the meaningless m outhings of the US establishm ent.
Revolution, yes! D on't be deceived, Americans. Open your eyes. Ask the 
Peruvian farm er who chews coca (a drug—B.A.) and eats rats, if he  wants fake 
elections or revolutions. Ask the  Chilean m iner who crawls th rough  the 
tunnels of Lota if he  believes in free enterprise or in  revolution. Ask the 
northeast Brazilian farm er, if he wants capitalism  or revolution. Ask the 
student castrated by the Peruvian dictator if he  wants Straissner's free press or 
revolution.3
Fuentes is neither the first no r the last in  a long list of people who 
have po in ted  to the terrible conditions of L atin  America an d  to 
revolution as a means of solving them  (read for instance Jo h n  
Gerassi’s excellent book4).
T h ro u g h o u t the whole post-conquest history of the continent 
m any of those who started by w anting progress ended  by fighting 
revolutions. T h u s a revolution  in  M exico in  1810 began in  a 
ru ra l village where the parish priest, F ather M iguel H idalgo y 
Costilla, “roused the Ind ian  peasants w ith  the appeal: ‘My children, 
A v i l l  you be free? W ill you make the effort to recover from  the hated  
Spaniards the lands stolen from  your forefathers three hundred  
years ago’?”5
T h e  trad ition  of revolution and  wars of liberation  in  L atin  
Am erica goes back a long wray, from  the earliest wars of the Incas 
and  Aztecs against the Spanish invaders in  the early sixteenth 
century, th rough  the wars of national independence led by Simon 
Bolivar in  the early 19th century, to the num erous eruptions against 
autocratic  regimes of the 20th century. Yet none of these revolu­
tions, except for the C uban revolu tion  of 1959, have achieved true 
liberation  for the m ajority  of the people. A nd in  1969, four and  a 
half centuries after the first clashes betw een the conquistadores 
and  the Ind ians they slaughtered and  la te r conquered, revolu tion­
aries in  South Am erica face a situation  where the condition  of the 
overw helm ing m ajority  of the people is probably  worse than  ever 
before, while only Cuba, one of the sm aller nations of the contin­
ent, has achieved anyth ing  like perm anen t liberation.
Against this backdrop there is tak ing  place in  the revolutionary 
m ovem ent of the continent a full scale and  often b itte r debate over 
how the revolu tion  is to  be won in  L a tin  America. Most see the 
com ing revolution as inevitably socialist in  character, b u t there 
are wide divergences of op in ion  over how this revolu tion  is to 
proceed. T h ere  are m any different positions, and as m any groups 
(or more) as there are positions, b u t roughly  speaking there are 
two m ajor lines. Both positions see arm ed revolution  as likely, 
if no t necessary, b u t one, held  apparen tly  by m any com m unist
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parties, sees peaceful political work amongst the masses as a 
necessary condition  fo r the beginning of arm ed struggle, while the 
other, advocated by Castro an d  espoused by m any of the newer 
movements, says tha t p a rt of the work am ongst the masses must 
be the waging of guerilla  warfare, and therefore p lann ing  for 
this m ust begin im m ediately.
In to  this debate has come a young French in tellectual — Regis 
Debray. In a work of great theoretical im portance —  R evolution  
in the R evo lu tion?6 — he has given the Left a po in t of departu re  — 
a concrete theory of revolu tion  in  South America on which to  base 
the current debate. H e has posed sharply and clearly the problems 
w hich face the revolu tion  in  L atin  America and has provided 
an answer which, if it is not the correct one, is at the very least a 
stim ulating  challenge for those who disagree to come up  w ith 
som ething of equal quality . Moreover, he has questioned m any of 
the shibboleths of the w orld revolutionary m ovem ent, an d  m uch 
of his work has an ind irect relevance to  revolutionaries everywhere, 
if only in th a t it m ust make them  re th ink  some of the ir own 
strategies for revolution.
I t is hard  lo say how m uch of D ebray’s essay is his own th ink ing  
and  in terp re ta tion  and  how  m uch is the though t of Che G uevara 
and  Fidel Castro. In  two earlier essays7 D ebray ou tlined  the 
problem s of the various Left movements in  South Am erica and 
undertook a political analysis w hich provides the basis for R evo­
lution in the R evo lu tion? It is clear in  these th a t his m ain 
ideas are derived from  discussions w ith m ilitan ts in  the various 
nations he visited — in  particu lar he had long discussions w ith 
Castro and  others in  C uba in  1966 about the experiences of the 
C uban revolution. In  this, his last work before he was ja iled  by the 
Bolivian authorities, he has constructed a m ore theoretical model, 
some of which is p robably  his own.
Leo H uberm an and  P au l Sweezy, editors of the M onth ly  Review 8 
w hich published the first English translation of Revolu tion  in the 
Revo lu tion? suggest th a t the essay is “a com prehensive and  au th o ri­
tative presentation of the revolutionary though t of Fidel Castro 
and  Che G uevara,” and  m any facts seem to bear this out. O n the 
o ther hand, in  a book of essays by various figures in  the w orld Left 
on D ebray’s work”, one of the most trenchan t criticisms of his 
work is m ade by two C uban  revolutionaries, Simon T orres and 
Ju lio  Aronde-10 Probably  the tru th  is tha t D ebray has presented 
the essential core of the “Fidelist”’ theory, b u t th a t some (though 
certainly no t all) of his own extrapolations from  this w ould not 
be agreed w ith by the Cubans. A t the very least, his work is 
regarded in  Cuba as of m ajor im portance, as witness the  fact that 
200,000 copies of R evo lu tion  in the Revolution?  were p rin ted  in 
the first edition  in  H avana.
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In the space available I cannot m ake a detailed  assessment 
of a work such as this. Revolution in the Revolution?  needs to  be 
read line by line, for even in  his accounts of seemingly triv ial 
incidents, D ebray has a gift for generalisations which add  to  the 
body of revolutionary theory and  w hich contain  im portan t im pli­
cations for revolutionaries everywhere. For instance, in  a criticism 
of the policies of some South A m erican C om m unist Parties, he 
points ou t th a t the long lists of dead and  im prisoned m ilitants 
“alm ost all . . . Party  m em bers” is no t a proof of the correctness 
of the P arty ’s policies.
“. . . sacrifice is no t a political argum ent and  m artyrdom  does 
no t constitu te proof.” In  the hard  school of revolution  this is a 
b itte r yet inescapable fact. W e m ight all do well to  rem em ber 
it. (In  fact, this very quo ta tion  was used against Debray, in  a 
reply to  h im  by the trotskyist Livio M aitan-11)
T h e  central po in t of D ebray’s essay is an ou tline  of the Fidelist 
theory of how  the revolution  is to  be m ade in  L atin  America. 
T h is  theory says th a t the necessary cond ition  for successful revo­
lu tion  in  L a tin  Am erica is the establishm ent of the foco —  a 
guerilla  base in  w hich the revolutionaries can secure themselves 
against the enemy, and  wage a two-sided w ar of m ilitary  operations 
against the army and ideological education  of the people. In  the 
foco the two aspects — m ilitary victories over the arm y and  w inning 
over of the people — are closely related , even com bined.
Such a foco  cannot be controlled from  the cities, as has been the 
case w ith m ost guerilla movements to  date, b u t the political and 
m ilitary  leadership  m ust exist in  the foco. F urther, the political 
leadership for the cadres in  the cities m ust to  a certain  ex ten t come 
from  the guerilla  forces in the country, thus com pletely inverting  
the previously accepted model.
M uch of D ebray’s essay is given over to elaborations on, and  
argum ents for, this m odel of revolution  in  L atin  America. In  the 
course of this he castigates all the trad itiona l and  neo-traditional 
sections of the Left w ithout exception or pity. T h u s the Com ­
m unist Parties are accused of dogm atic clinging to  theories trans­
p lan ted  from  abroad, of neo-reformism, an d  some leaders of 
“objective betrayal.” M aoism is a reaction to feelings of futility, 
and  is m ore likely to take root in  “politically  becalm ed regions” and 
in  Europe, th an  in  “ the storm  centres” of the th ird  world. T rotsky­
ism “in  its final state of degeneration, is a m edieval m etaphysic” 
and  “has no th ing  to learn from  history.” “Has anyone ever seen 
a concrete analysis of a concrete s itua tion  from  the pen of a 
trotskyist?”
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In  his extensive criticisms there is no com fort lo r anybody 011 
the Left, or if you like, cold com fort for everybody. No-one 
gains anything b u t everyone can learn som ething from  his analysis.
T h ere  have been, and  undoubtedly  there will be m any more, 
replies to D ebray from  various sections of the L atin  Am erican 
Left. In  this context, a m ust is the previously cited collection 
of essays from  M onthly Review Press. M any of the criticisms 
impress by their use of concrete situations as opposed to D ebray’s 
ra th e r abstract theorising. (It is interesting, and  perhaps a 
w arning, th a t the strongest praise of D ebray comes from  two 
E uropean in tellectuals fa r rem oved from  guerilla  w arfare — R obin  
B lackburn and  Perry A nderson of the English N ew  Lef t  Review.) 
D ebray’s style is very m uch  th a t of the French in tellectual, b u t this 
lends a color, and, paradoxically  perhaps, a clarity to the content 
w hich m ight no t have been achieved by ano ther w riter.
D ebray has b rought the  logical analysis of the E uropean  in te l­
lectual to bear on the problem s of a qu ite  different world, and it is 
in  this tha t b o th  the strengths and  weaknesses of the book lie. On 
the one hand, he has achieved a theoretical synthesis of the basic 
tenets of “Fidelism ” and  some of the guerilla leaders elsewhere, 
b u t on the o ther he indulges in  non  sequiturs an d  generalisations 
w hich are a t once com pellingly attractive yet annoyingly over­
confident.
Any evaluation of the correctness o r otherwise of D ebray’s thesis 
by someone in  A ustralia  is a t best difficult and  a t worst impossible. 
N ot only are we fa r rem oved from  “where the action is” b u t it is 
h a rd  to  verify w hether w hat is claim ed to be true  is in  fact true. 
G iven this though, a num ber of points can still be made:
1 T h is book is a step  forw ard for the theory of revolu tion  in 
L atin  America. T h e  discussion which it has provoked can only do 
good, and  already has rejuvenated  some of the hardened  arteries 
in  the L atin  A m erican left.
2 I t  raises anew  old  questions of im portance to  revolutionary  
strategy, and  gives answers to  these which are a t variance with, 
for instance, the views of some C om m unist Parties. O ne of 
the best exam ples of th is is where he deals w ith  the role of the 
national bourgeoisie. M any Com m unist Parties in  L atin  America 
have at various tim es pu rsued  policies of u n itin g  w ith the national 
bourgeoisie against A m erican im perialism . T h ere  is m uch con­
troversy about this theory  —  indeed it m ight be called the bete-noir 
of most C P’s in  the th ird  world, and it is h a rd  to determ ine what 
is correct for each and  every situation. U ndoubtedly , m any Com ­
m unist Parties are no t firmly enough rooted  in  th e ir  particu la r 
national situation  an d  a ttem pt to im port theories w hich come
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from elsewhere. As the Ita lian  m arxist R enato  Sandri says: 
. . any observer who looks at L a tin  America, can, like Fidel 
( -astro, see the necessity for m any C om m unist Parties to overcome 
rig id ity  of though t and  action, to m ature  in  the creativity of their 
own line an d  to  take over in the heat of ba ttle  the role of vanguard 
w hich does not depend on any doctrinal investiture.”12 However, 
while one can say tha t a policy of w orking w ith the national 
bourgeoisie in  L atin  America is hard ly  feasible, it is equally true 
th a t an  oversimplified view of the ir role, as D ebray sometimes 
seems to have, will lead to  errors in  o ther directions. Gerossi, in  a 
speech to a London conference on the  “dialectics of lib era tio n ”13 
makes an  in teresting assertion abo u t the non-existence of the 
national bourgeoisie in  L atin  Am erica —  he contends th a t it  “thinks 
A m erican” and  is therefore no t a good ally for revolution. T h is  is 
true  to the extent th a t the national bourgeoisie in  L atin  Am erica 
is p robably  more dependent on im perialism  than  in  o ther nations 
of the th ird  world, yet a view w hich denies the possibility of any 
anti-im perialist role on the ir part w ould find it hard , for example, 
to explain  recent events in  Peru. Despite this, D ebray’s m ain 
po in t is well taken — there is an urgen t need for some Com m unist 
Parties and  o ther sections of the Left to  overcome m any illusions 
about the national and liberal bourgeoisie.
3 D ebray has done som ething w hich has long been lacking —  he 
has p u t the question of m aking revolu tion  back on the agenda. 
O ne un fo rtunate  by-product of the ossification of m arxism  has been 
a tendency for Com m unists to  m ake sacrifices for years w ith  no 
real perspective on  how these fit in to  the overall goal of bringing 
about the revolution  —  D ebray has then  a ttem pted  to solve the 
problem  of how to go about m aking the revolution here and  now. 
T h is  solution may not be the righ t one, bu t those who th in k  this 
m ust set ou t to actually prove it —  an d  therein  lies the point.
4 Debray, and  by im plication  Fidel Castro and the Cubans, ru n  
the danger of falling in to  a trap  w hich has already proved costly 
to the w orld revolution — tha t of generalising the ir ow n experience 
as being the way for others. W hereas i t  is probably  true th a t for 
some of the nations of L atin  A m erica the C uban experience is 
relevant an d  Castro m ore righ t th a n  the national CP, it is also 
true  th a t it  is h a rd  to see how m any of the Fidelist theories can 
apply to some of the m ore developed nations where the u rban  
p ro le taria t has greater strength  and  w hich fall closer to a backw ard 
E uropean country th an  a colonial one in  some aspects. (Debray 
him self m entions U ruguay in  this respect.) Certainly, one can 
only be apprehensive a t Castro’s a ttem pts to impose his ow n line 
on others, and it is questionable w hether 'th e  curren t C uban 
a ttitude  will really help  to w in the o ther C om m unist Parties to
72
the correct revolu tionary  strategy, even assuming th a t they are 
w rong and Castro is right.
Finally, i t  m ust be said th a t Revolu tion  in the Revolution?  and 
D ebray’s o ther essays are essential reading no t only for anyone 
interested in  the problem s of L atin  America, b u t for anyone who 
aspires to an  understand ing  of m odern revolu tionary  theory. It 
was Lenin who po in ted  ou t tha t in order for the masses to make 
revolution they m ust go th rough years of political experience, 
learning new lessons as they go. Perhaps m any of the problem s 
for revolutionaries in  L atin  Am erica stem from  the scant political 
experience of the masses, m any of whom  live in  m uch the same ways 
as generations of the ir ancestors and prove h a rd  g round  for the 
sowing of revolutionary  ideas — as Che G uevara found  to  his cost 
am ongst the Ind ians of South East Bolivia. W hether, and  for 
whom, D ebray’s thesis is correct can only be decided by the course 
of events, b u t one th ing  is certain: revolution in  L a tin  America 
is an im perative, and  if to achieve it the revolu tion  has to revolu­
tionise itself, then the con tribu tion  of D ebray to this process will 
id tim ately  be gratefully  recognised, w hatever the u ltim ate  tru th  
or falsity of its contentions.
1 Paul Johnson, of the  B ritish Netu Statesman, calls it “T h e  P lundered  C on­
tin e n t” — for source sec note 2.
2 In  W hither Latin  America? a collection of essays published by M onthly Review 
Press, NY 1963 p. 12 — from the text of a speech to be given on US television. 
Fuentes was prevented from giving it by the  refusal of the  US to grant him  a 
visa.
!* op. cit., p. 21.
•4 T he Great Fear in L a tin  America, Collier paperback, 1967.
5 Cited in A History o f L a tin  America by George Pendle, Pelican, 1963.
o Revolution  in  the R evo lu tio n ? first published in M onth ly  Revieiv, Vol. 19, No.
3 (July-Aug., 1967), rep rin ted  in  Pelican books.
7 “Latin  America: T h e  Long M arch” and “ Problems of R evolutionary Strategy 
in  L atin  Am erica”, bo th  published  in New  Left Review  the  first in  Sept-Oct 1965, 
the second in Sept-Oct 1967.
8 /An independent socialist magazine based in New York.
» Regis Debray and the L a tin  American Revolution  M onthly Review Press, 1968. 
i'» I t  may be th a t in th is way they are criticising some of Castro's conceptions, 
hu t this is pu re  speculation on my p a rt and ra th e r im probable.
11 See “M ajor Problems of the  L atin  American Revolution — A Reply to Regis 
Debray” in  International Socialist Review , Sept-Oct 1967.
12 T he Eleven M onths of Che — R enato  Sandri — A Young Socialist publication, 
Sydney, 1968.
13 Published in  T he Dialectics of L iberation  Pelican 1968 p. 85.
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Books
SUMMERHILL, by 
A. S. Neill. Penguin, 336pp., 
$1.20. 
RISINGHILL: DEATH OF A 
COMPREHENSIVE SCHOOL, 
by Leila Berg. Penguin, 
2 8 7  p p ., $ 1 .0 0 .
T O  ANYONE even vaguely interested 
in education, the  appearance of A. S. 
N eill’s Sum m erhill m ust seem long 
overdue. T h e  original Gollancz h a rd ­
back edition  (1962) contained a fore­
word by Erich From m  which is om it­
ted  here, b u t it was im portan t more 
as a com m ent on Neill the  m an than  
as a p re lude to  the  ideas which m oti­
vate him.
Essentially, Sum m erhill is a selection 
(made by Neill himself) from four 
of his previous n ine books, and as 
such, can be safely regarded as a dis­
tillation  of th e  ideas w hich he  began 
to articulate in  1926, just five years 
after the  founding of Sum m erhill. In  
this sense, Sum m erhill is a necessary 
book, for no o th er English educational 
experim ent of this century has been 
so popularly  discussed or so widely 
condem ned, largely from a basis of 
ignorance and m isinform ation.
Some readers may be tu rned  away 
by the ra th e r dated  F reudian  concepts 
which are so liberally  sprinkled 
th roughout the  book. T hey  need not 
be, for it rem ains an  im portan t docu­
m ent th a t overrides the  need for 
special pleading.
Sum m erhill revolves a round the 
concept of “self-regulation” and its 
n a tu ra l ad junct, the “free ch ild”. Neill 
is explicit in  his definition:
“Self-regulation means the rig h t . . . 
to live freely, w ithout outside a u th ­
ority in  things psychic and somatic . . . 
I believe th a t to impose anything by 
au tho rity  is wrong. T h e  child  should 
no t do anything u n til he  comes to 
the  opin ion — his own opinion — th a t 
it should be done.”
N eill’s object, of course, is to p ro ­
duce a happy  child: one free of the 
neuroses and hang-ups he sees as the 
in h eren t p roduct of any au tho ritarian  
system, however m ild. T h e  theory is 
laudable, and  few could disagree w ith 
it. T h e  practice, however, would seem 
to raise a few problem s.
T h e  first problem  is an educational 
one. “Sum m erhill is a difficult place 
in  which to study”. T h e  words are 
Neill's, and a lthough he adm its this, 
he offers no viable solution. T o  the 
child  who genuinely chooses th e  self- 
discipline necessary for academic study, 
a  barrie r is raised. R ather, Neill skips 
away from  the  problem , citing the 
special case:
“L earning is im portan t — b u t no t to 
everyone. Nijinsky could not pass his 
school exams . . . and  he could not 
enter the State Ballet w ithout passing 
those exams . . . they faked an exam 
for him , giving h im  the  answers with 
the papers — so a biography says. W hat 
a loss to the  world if Nijinsky had  had 
really to pass those exams.”
T h e  objection is no t to the  “ faked 
exam ” b u t to the fact th a t Neill con­
cedes a bias in  favour of creative 
activity. W hile adm itting  a need for 
concessions to aid creativity, he  fails 
to  adm it th a t concessions may be n e ­
cessary to aid  intellectual curiosity.
E qually im portan t is the social o b ­
jection which m ust be m ade, for no 
m atter how  im portan t Sum m erhill has 
become as an  educational experim ent, 
i t  cannot in  any sense be  regarded 
as a social one. T o  his credit, Neill 
adm its this:
"W hen  we opened the  school, the 
difficulties were especially grave. W e
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could only take children from the 
u p p er and m iddle classes because we 
had to make ends m eet . . .  we have 
never been able to take the  children 
of the very poor. T h a t is a pity, for 
we have had to confine o u r study to 
only the children of the m iddle class.’'
The ramifications of this problem  
are self-evident and while they cannot 
be ignored, they do not necessarily d e ­
tract from the value of the Sum m erhill 
concept. Neill's successes can help 
am eliorate the needless au thoritarian- 
isms of m any of our schools; his fa il­
ures (and their admissions) can rem ind 
us th a t idealism need not be allied 
w ith zealotry.
Leila Berg's R isinghill, by contrast, 
is a fine exam ple of w hat could have 
been a m ajor piece of social criticism, 
spoiled by undue  partisanship  and at 
times, ideological bigotry.
Risinghill is the story of the rise 
and fall of a new comprehensive school 
and of its headm aster, W. M. Duane. 
A friend and adm irer of A. S. Neill, 
D uane a ttem pted  to apply some of his 
non-au thoritarian  principles to a school 
w ith in  the London County Council 
system. Risinghill came in to  being in 
1960. In  1965 it was closed in  the face 
of docum ented evidence which proved 
th a t Duane had  no t only raised the 
academic standards of the  school, bu t 
had  also lowered the  nu m b er of 
students on police p robation  from 
nittety-eight to nine.
These issues are clear. C lear also is 
the  fact that Duane needed a cham pion. 
Leila Berg obviously had  the  energy 
and the dedication to fill such a role. 
She was also wise enough to realise 
th a t the  issues which caused the  R is­
inghill controversy were no t polarised 
around  the  refusal of W. M. Duane 
to use corporal punishm ent:
“Is it not w orth u nderlin ing  that 
the  inspector who denounced the  school
the first tim e was a m an  who was 
interested in ‘gramm ar-school m ate r­
ial' and a m an who approved of cor­
poral punishm ent, and th a t the  in ­
spector who denounced it the  second 
tim e was a m an  w’ho was opposed to 
comprehensive schools and to all large 
schools?”
A lthough assured otherwise when 
offered the job  a t R isinghill, Duane 
entered a school which was doomed 
from its beginnings. H ere the picture 
becomes cloudy. T his is due in part 
to the difficulty in getting  adequate 
inform ation from the  L.C.C., b u t Mrs. 
Berg m ust take a large am ount of 
the blame. T h e  extent to which the 
L.G.C. was determ ined to close Rising- 
liill in  spite of, ra th e r th an  because 
of Duane, is no t easy to ascertain, b lit 
Mrs. Berg obscures the  issue by using 
the book to pillory  anyone who does 
no t agree w ith her very definite views 
on authoritarianism . Hence all " a u th ­
o rita rian” teachers are lum ped together 
and charged w ith  the same fault:
"Since the au th o rita rian  teachers 
were horrified a t the  idea of going in to  
the English ch ild ren’s homes, they 
were scarcely likely to visit the im m i­
grants.”
No exceptions? A pparently  not, and 
the im plication th a t “a u th o rita rian ” 
equals “bigoted” is left to stand. Nor 
is the  exam ple an isolated instance. 
W hen a school governor lam ents that 
the Risinghill children don’t behave 
like those in H am pstead, Leila Berg 
parenthetically  comments “T his cry, 
slightly varied, was to be passed like 
a sad bean-bag from one au tho ritarian  
socialist to an o th er”. Socialist equals 
authoritarian?
Just as dam aging to R isingh ill as a 
valid docum ent are the  credibility 
problems. W hen m arshalling evidence 
in favour of he r own principles, Mrs. 
Berg is careful to denote tim e and 
place. W hen the need arises, however, 
she will resort to gossip and innuendo:
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“In triguingly  (pun?), some of the 
most rig id  au thoritarians, the most 
b itte r opponents of Mr. Duane were 
Communists. Roughly speaking, w ithin 
the  d istrict, English Communists 
tended to oppose Mr. Duane, while 
foreign Com munists (by which I do 
not m ean Russian or Chinese; I never 
saw a Russian or Chinese in Islington) 
warm ly supported  him . But those 
Com munists who opposed him  d id  so 
in  a m uch m ore organised way than  
any o th er of his opponents bar the 
L.C.C.”
T h ere  is no question of citing dates 
or places here, just a blanket accusa­
tion which Leila B ergs needs seem 
to dem and.
R isinghill school was closed. Educa­
tion  suffered, the com m unity suffered, 
W. M. D uane suffered and the child­
ren suffered, b u t w hat could have been 
a needed indictm ent and a handbook 
to prevent its recurrence is m arred 
by au thorial intrusion. Unlike Jo n a­
th an  Kozol's Death at an Early Age 
(an objective yet hum an  analysis of 
i he segregated schools in Boston) Mrs. 
Berg's book fails because he r polemics 
dom inate the  analysis.
G ra n t  M cG reg o r .
THE MAKING OF THE 
ENGLISH WORKING 
CLASSES, by E. P. Thompson. 
Penguin, 958pp., $3.05.
T H E  PER IO D  between 1780 and 1832 
seemed to have been saturated  w ith 
studies some years before the first 
publication  of Thom pson's book in 
1963. So m uch takes place that it is 
reasonable to see this epoch as more 
influential th an  any o ther in the shap­
ing of m odern English history: the 
Industria l Revolution, the  French 
wars, Rom anticism , the  French Revo­
lution, U tilitarianism , the  organisation 
of an independent America and the 
years leading up  to the  Reform  Bill.
M arx, Toynbee, the  W ebbs, the  H am ­
m onds, Dr. Dorothy George, Clapham , 
Bryant, Hobsbawm, Rogers, Ashton, 
Hayek and m any m ore have been 
fatally a ttracted  and in  m any cases 
equally fatally betrayed.
Being a period in  which the m odern 
class struggle was becoming clearly 
defined — the rise of the working 
classes, the  consolidation of m iddle 
class power — it is especially open to 
biassed in terpreta tion . On one hand, 
the early historians who were also 
social reformers, T horo ld  Rogers, 
Toynbee and the Ham m onds for in ­
stance, allowed their sym pathy for the 
oppressed elem ents of the working 
classes to d istort their historical p e r­
spective. On the o ther hand , there arc 
historians like Professor Ashton whose 
m ore recent works read  suspiciously 
like special pleading, who suggest that 
a certain  am ount of oppression is inev­
itab le  and justifiable and who go out 
of th e ir way to defend the virtues of 
m idd le  class capitalism . Somewhere 
off on  a lim b of his own is A rthur 
Bryant. His three books on the  years 
betw een 1792 and 1822 are im pression­
istic, occasionally b rillian t works, with 
a distinct propagandist intention . P a t­
riotism , gentlem anship, sterling British 
soldiery, beef and Jo h n  Bull; he does 
no t evade the problem  of working class 
suffering b u t he m inimises it. His belief 
in  B ritish character, which in  some 
ways is rem iniscent of T hom as Arnold, 
leads him  in to  suggesting th a t the 
legacy of the past has been well fu l­
filled in  th e  fu ture, th a t everything 
tu rn ed  ou t for the best.
T h is is no t Thom pson's view, and 
while asking for complete objectivity 
from a h istorian  is asking too m uch, 
it is necessary to p o in t ou t the lim ita ­
tion  of his bias. T h ere  is a slight bu t 
persistent undertone  of anger. T h e  
w orking classes, Thom pson m aintains 
rightly , have been betrayed. In  deal­
ing w ith the  early history of Radicalism 
he is necessarily dealing w ith oppres­
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sion, persecution, political sabotage, 
exploitation, deprivation, and w ith the 
progress of a large pa rt of the p o p u la ­
tion whose political talents and aspira­
tions were never allowed to fulfil their 
potential.
Establishm ent repressive measures 
were the equivalent of m odern  to ta li­
tarian  oppression: em otionalism  seems 
inevitable in surveying them . F o rtu n ­
ately the laws were always harsher 
than  the way they were applied, as 
Thom pson points out. T h e  trad itional 
civil righ t to be tried by ju ry  often 
m eant acquittal when twelve good 
m en and true preferred this course 
to the ludicrous extrem ity of sending 
a m inor pam phleteer to the  gallows. 
And the trials also offered the  k ind 
of direct confrontation w ith the  Es­
tablishm ent th a t working class politics 
a t this tim e required. B ut T hom pson’s 
bias is evident when he is dealing 
w ith the agents of betrayal.
“Unless he  had the knowledge of 
hum anity  of Dickens or Mayhew, the 
m iddle class m an saw in  every open 
palm  the evidence of idleness and de­
ceit.”
Not quite  true, one m ust say — 
or m isleadingly pu t. Suggesting that 
any m an had Dickens’ knowledge of 
hum anity  is som ething of a rhetorical 
trick. Not all Victorians were willing 
to fill open palms b u t m any were, in 
thq name of a qu ite  sincere h u m an i­
tarian  paternalism .
T w o great new influences were 
m ik in g  themselves felt a t this time, 
M ethodism and U tilitarianism . M eth­
odism, with its au th o rita rian  God and 
its belief that true  v irtue  is rewarded 
in the afterlife, w ith its anti-revolu- 
tionary social doctrine, undoubtedly  
siphoned off a huge am ount of political 
energy and T hom pson is qu ite  right 
in  exposing the  reactionary and algo- 
lagniac neuroses of m any of its fol­
lowers. But his attack on "apologists'' 
and  "fair-m inded secularists trying to
make allowances for a m ovem ent which 
they cannot understand” is pu re  pole­
mic. In com pensating for the usual 
fairy-tale a ttitu d e  to Wesley’s work 
he  has moved so far th e  o ther way 
th a t he  is unab le  to get back. T h at 
Methodism achieved a series of des­
perately needed social reform s a t a 
tim e when reform  seemed most im pos­
sible escapes h im . Wesley’s concern was 
w ith “the common people” and the 
difficulty is th a t T hom pson resents this 
concern because it d id  no t take the 
form that he him self w ould have liked. 
After the one-sidedness of Thom pson's 
treatm ent it is ironical to reflect on 
the  perfectly logical un ion  th a t devel­
oped between secular socialism and 
non-conform ist C hristianity , which is 
represented today by Donald Soper and 
which was effected because bo th  move­
m ents found their social aims were 
held  in  common.
A sim ilar difficulty arises w ith his 
treatm ent of U tilitarianism , especially 
of Chadwick. As soon as he starts dis­
cussing him  he slips in to  the use of 
emotionally loaded prose. Chadwick’s 
English, he says, "m ay one day be as 
q uain t as the  thum bscrew  and the 
stocks”. He talks of "Chadw ick’s in ­
sane Instructional C irculars”, of his 
attem pted  reform s as “perhaps the 
most sustained a ttem pt to  impose an 
ideological dogma, in  defiance of the 
evidence of hu m an  need, in  English 
history”. T h is is all very well, bu t it 
suggests th a t G. M. Young’s wry o p in ­
ion is no t only wrong, b u t blind.
“Born in  1800, in  a Lancashire tarm- 
house where the children  were washed 
all over, every day, the m ainspring of 
Chadwick's career seems to have been 
a desire to wash the people of E ng­
land all over, every day, by adm inis­
trative order. In  practical capacity 
Chadwick was the greatest, in the 
character of his m ind, in  the m achine­
like sim plicity of his ideas and the 
inexhaustible fertility  of his applica­
tions, the m ost typical of the B en tha­
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mites . . . He found England stinking. 
If he did no t leave it sweet, the fault 
was certainly not his.”
(G. M. Young: Victorian England)
These two views arc no t incom pa­
tible. Young is hum orous about C had­
wick's often rcpellant, theoretical, bu t 
highly organised m ind, where T h o m p ­
son secs it as an  inhum ane obsession. 
W hat T hom pson does no t say is that 
Chadwick and his associates alleviated 
the sufferings of a vast num ber of men 
and women a t a p o in t of tim e when it 
seemed unlikely th a t anyone was going 
to do anything. It was U tilitarian  
th ink ing  and  practice th a t set up  ad ­
m inistra tion  a t the level of competence 
a t whicli reform  becomes possible, the 
services, the comm ittees and the in ­
valuable Blue Books th a t were the 
first indication  to a m ajor p a rt of the 
n ineteen th  ccntury  population  of the 
tru e  n a tu re  of industria l conditions. 
T h a t this organisation v irtually  ensur­
ed middle-class dom ination  for the 
rem ainder of the century is something 
th a t apparen tly  concerns Thom pson 
m ore th an  the very real achievements. 
Both M ethodism  and U tilitarianism  arc 
historical alternatives which m ight be 
called the  lesser of two possible virtues. 
T h a t they were relatively unsatisfac­
tory alternatives leads Thom pson into 
proclaim ing th a t they were no good at 
all, and this is just no t true.
B ut even T hom pson’s lim itations 
arc healthy. T h e  M ethodist-U tilitarian 
m yth badly needs p unctu ring  and his 
work at least places the  issue in an 
atm osphere of debate. W hen we come 
to consider his successes, criticism of 
even his m ost severe lim itations be ­
comes alm ost petty . Simply as a piece 
of docum entation his work is astonish­
ing. He has let the working classcs 
speak for themselves and his use of 
previously unplum bed  sources like the 
m inutes of the  corresponding Societies 
has rescued from an unjustified  ob li­
vion m en like Thelw all, Gerrald, Gale 
Jones, Thom as H ardy, R ichard  Carlile,
M aurice M argarot, Binns, Place, and 
m any more.
Because Thom pson never forgets the 
dynamics of class relationships, the de­
m ands of social, political, economic and 
trad itional ties, his book has a still 
greater relevance. No class exists in  a 
vacuum  although the work of some 
historians would suggest th a t they 
sometimes do. T hom pson’s exam ina­
tion  of the  working classes is a  study 
of a period seen from one contem por­
ary social position b u t handled  with 
such fair judgem ent and w ith such 
painstaking care th a t it becomes a 
study of an entire  age. Going further, 
it can be said th a t any study of the 
n ineteen th  century, in  politics, lite ra ­
tu re, philosophy or social history, which 
pretends to any d ep th  a t  all, m ust 
m ake use of this book. I t  is no t so 
m uch useful as invaluable. I t  is es­
sential in  placing the  Rom antics, spe­
cifically W ordsworth and Blake, in 
their political contexts. His treatm ent 
of Paine seems to me to be the  best 
work done on the subjcct, and his 
work on  C obbett, B urdett and Owen 
is nearly as good. I t  is not ju st an 
exam ination of Radicalism  b u t of a 
whole complex of political and intellec­
tual traditions, of Deism, free-thought, 
Shelleyan intellectualism , trade-union 
ism and  ‘Chiliasm ’, of “sober, constitu­
tionally  m inded tradesm en and a r ti­
sans’’, and of the entrenched techni­
ques of m iddle class dom ination and 
oppression which have persisted right 
th rough  in to  our own day.
W hat will probably stand as one of 
his finest successes is contained in  the 
chapter on ’E xplo itation’ where he sur­
veys all the m ajor work th a t has been 
done on the  period. Inform ed, cool, 
fair, he  reveals his own and o thers’ 
prejudices.
" I t  is because alternative and irrecon­
cilable views of h N tn a n  order — one 
based on m utuality , the o ther on com­
petition  — confronted each o ther b e ­
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tween 1815 and 1850 th a t th e  historian  
today still feels the  need to take sides.”
W hat is refreshing is th a t T h o m p ­
son is honest enough to adm it it, and 
one m ust say th a t it is wiser to err his 
way th an  to go the  other. B ut as I 
have said, his lim itations pale beside 
the quality  of his successes. I t  is a 
m agnificent book, organised in a logical 
and lucid way which is rem arkable in 
a book of such size. T h e  Penguin b lurb  
describes it as "probably  the  greatest 
and most imaginative post-war work of 
English social history.” In  this case, 
there  is no reason to dem ur.
H . W . B r o w n in g
THE FIRST CIRCLE, by 
A. Solzhenitsyn. Collins and 
Harvill, 582pp, $5.35.
T H E  BRONZE STATUES of Stalin 
were m elted down. He was daubed 
ou t of paintings, chipped ou t of mos­
aics, and picked ou t of tapestries fol­
lowing the revelation of the  ‘person­
ality cult’ a t th e  20th Congress of 
the  Com m unist Party  of the Soviet 
U nion in 1956.
B ut despite the  bew ildering d en u n ­
ciations and removals of th e  outw ard 
trappings of the ‘Stalin e ra’, a full 
analysis of the  phenom enon of mass 
repressions taking place in  a socialist 
country was no t really entered  upon. 
T h e  result was th a t the  thaw  was not 
complete, and the  clim ate rem ained 
such th a t despite im provem ents, icy 
winds could still re tu rn  to chill some 
area of Soviet society.
L iterature was one such area, and 
Solzhenitsyn’s book T h e  First Circle — 
itself an a ttem pt to reveal and analyse 
some of the problem s of Soviet society 
during  the Stalin period — is one of the 
m any works rem aining unpublished 
in  the USSR. (Such expressions as 
‘Stalin e ra’ are inadequate  to describe 
the period, b u t are used here for con­
venience.)
The First Circle in troduces us to 
one of the extraordinary  institu tions of 
Stalinist repression. I t  is a prison de 
luxe — a w alled and  w ired m ansion at 
Mavrino, near Moscow, where political 
prisoners w ith  scientific or technical 
qualifications work on special research 
projects on special orders from  ‘T he 
Boss’. At M avrino the  soup is thick 
and meaty, th e  blankets are woolly and 
the prison heated . B ut the  memory 
of the frozen camps, the  hunger, the 
unbearably h a rd  labor and  the  physical 
bru tality  is strong. T h e  th rea t of 
re tu rn ing  is ever-present.
But this is not the  m ain  po in t. I t  is 
the deprivation  of h u m an  dignity, the 
inhum an relationships betw een people, 
and between prisoners and  their work, 
which freeze the  soul m ore th an  the 
Siberian frost. A lthough the  action 
described in  the  book spans only three  
days, the reader is in troduced to a wide 
range of characters. For the  most p a rt, 
the prisoners owe their scientific and 
technical qualifications to Soviet power, 
and they serve their country and 
people well. T h e ir  sentences have been 
incurred because of foolish outspoken­
ness, indiscretion, mistakes, or for no 
reason a t all. W ith  an  insight th a t 
seems rem arkably au thentic , Solzhenit­
syn reveals their a ttitudes to the  soc­
iety which has used them  in  this tragic 
way.
Most tragic of all are the  prisoners 
who m ain tain  an aloof a ttitu d e  because 
they believe Soviet society to be com­
pletely healthy. T raito rs, saboteurs, 
slanderers and enemies of the people 
deserve w hat they got, b u t a m istake 
has been m ade in  th e ir own cases.
Barbed wire, brick walls, and e lab­
orate security m easures cannot insulate 
Mavrino from  the society ‘outside’. T h e  
whole apparatus of investigation, p ro ­
secution, punishm ent, and forced labor 
pervades society th rough  links visible 
and invisible. One is rem inded  of the  
words of Dostoyevsky in  his Notes from  
a Dead House, based on  ten  years in
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Omsk convict prison during  Tsarist 
days. . .
. . T yranny is a hab it which grows
011 a m an  u n til it becomes a disease.
I insist th a t the  best of m en can tu rn  
coarse and obtuse from force of habit 
u n til lie becomes a b rute. Blood and 
power intoxicate: they lead to coarse­
ness and perversity; the most abnorm al 
qualities develop in the m ind and the 
senses u n til they become indispensable 
and even sweet. T h e  m an and citizen 
vanish forever in  the tyrant, and a 
re tu rn  to hum an  dignity  becomes 
alm ost impossible for him . Besides, 
the possibility of such perversion in ­
fects all socicty: such power is tem p t­
ing. A society which looks upon such 
things w ith indifference is contam inated 
at its roots."
Solzhenitsyn represents the large 
num ber of Soviet citizens who are 
no t indifferent, and  who arc a guar­
antee th a t their society, whatever its 
problem s, was an d  is no t contam inated 
at the  roots. A form er front-line soldier 
who received an eight-year sentence 
for a  derogatory rem ark in a letter 
about 'th e  m an w ith the moustache', 
his experiences in  a labor camp, a 
special prison (he was a graduate in 
physics and m athem atics) in  exile, and 
in a cancer hospital gave him  rich 
m aterial for his works.
T h e  world came to know of Alex­
ander Solzhenitsyn in 1962 through his 
ice-breaking book A Day in the L ife  of 
Ivan Denisovitch  — an account of 
conditions in a concentration camp 
durin g  the  worst period of the ‘Stalin 
era'. Publication  of this book was 
said to have been sponsored by the 
then  Soviet Prem ier Khrushchov. His 
two m ajor works w ritten  since then, 
Cancer W ard  and  The First Circle 
rem ain unpublished  in the  USSR, a l­
though a story has it th a t the  latter 
was set up  in type for the progressive 
magazine X uvy M ir  before final re ­
jection by the authorities.
Some will object to The First Circle
as “doing damage to socialism”. C er­
tain ly  the  book will h u r t  those social­
ists who did not know or could not 
believe th a t such things were h ap p en ­
ing in the  USSR during  those years.
B ut w hat is really harm ful to soc­
ialism — the actual perpetration  of 
crimes, or the  exposure and analysis 
of them? Does one defend or advance 
socialism by concealing or defending 
its distortions? More th an  one exam ple 
shows th a t the  honest and open dis­
cussion of distortions has the overall 
effect of restoring confidence and 
releasing initiative. C onfrontation and 
analysis of the  past is a  pledge th a t 
the  crimes will no t be com m itted or 
p e rm itted  again.
How m any people suffered under 
the repressions in those nightm are 
years under Stalin? Exact figures are 
h a rd  to come by, bu t a  labor camp 
popu lation  of ten m illion would not 
seem to be an  exaggeration. W hatever 
the figure, it should be known from 
records and should be published. A 
leading Soviet scientist, A. D. Sakharov, 
has stated th a t in  the years 1936 to 
1939, no less th an  1.2 m illion m em bers 
of the  Com m unist Party  were a r ­
rested. T h e  overwhelm ing m ajority  of 
these were shot, o r  died in  camps. 
Most of them  were leading Party work­
ers, such as m em bers of city or regional 
committees. They included m any old 
Bolsheviks who had  taken p a rt in 
the  revolution, so the  effect of the 
repressions was not m arginal. In terms 
of lives they rank  second only to W orld 
W ar 2, and in terms of influence 011 
mass consciousness th e  effects are wider 
and deeper.
T his magnificent book should not 
have needed to be smuggled to  the 
W est. It should have been published 
in  a mass edition  in  Russian, and in 
English by Progress _ Publishers, Mos­
cow. I t  w ould have earned foreign 
exchange in m ore senses than  one.
D . D a vies .
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